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Thou Shalt Not? 


As a veteran, I hold Desmond Doss, the 
WWII conscientious objector who refused 
to use a weapon of any type because of 
his Christian religious belief against kill- 
ing, in the highest regard for earning the 
Medal of Honor (“Desmond Doss: His 
Only Weapon Was His Conscience,” No- 
vember 7 issue). This comment about him 
does not detract from his heroism in any 
way. But his religious reason for conscien- 
tious objection was unjustified. 

Some opponents of capital punishment 
cite the Sixth Commandment as the basis 
for their objection. Doss was one. As 
translated in the King James Version of 
the Bible, the Sixth Commandment reads, 
“Thou shalt not kill.” However, that is 
an inaccurate translation that has misled 
people to conclude that the command- 
ment prohibits all killing. Biblical schol- 
arship shows that an accurate translation 
is “Thou shalt not commit murder.” There 
is a significant difference. 

In Hebraic law of Old Testament times, 
murder was defined as unlawfully tak- 
ing a life — i.e., causing the death of an 
innocent person. There were various de- 
grees of homicide ranging from accidental 
and unintended cases to the worst form of 
homicide: premeditated murder. The pen- 
alty prescribed for premeditated murder 
was capital punishment. (See the entry for 
“murder” in Harper’s Bible Dictionary.) 
So opponents of capital punishment who 
argue that the Bible prohibits all killing are 
misinformed (as are conscientious objec- 
tors to military service who base their posi- 
tion on the Sixth Commandment). Actually, 
the Bible prohibits taking an innocent life. 

“Thou shalt not commit murder” does 
not apply to warriors engaged in combat, 
where it is kill or be killed. It is legitimate 
to kill an enemy in war. Someone shooting 
at you is not an innocent person, and there 
is no reason to feel guilty about shooting 
back in deadly fashion. Feeling regret, yes, 
because life is sacred and nations should 
be able to settle their differences without 
war and killing. But feeling guilt, no. 

JOHN WHITE 
Cheshire, Connecticut 


Conceding to Clinton 


Until the day of the election, Trump and 
his family members were badgered be- 


LETTERS TO THE EDITOR. 


cause Donald wouldn’t commit to accept- 
ing the election results out of hand. 

Maybe Donald Trump knew that vote 
counting happened in at least three promi- 
nent races in his lifetime. 

Who can forget the infamous “long 
count” of 1960, when The Daley Machine 
of Chicago withheld that city’s tallies until 
all down-state totals were in, thus allowing 
it to determine how many Kennedy votes 
would be necessary to deprive Richard 
Nixon of his deserved victory? 

Or how about the 2008 Minnesota U.S. 
Senate race where ballots mysteriously 
materialized from the trunk of an election 
official’s car, among other places, to help 
unseat the election-night-winning incum- 
bent senator, after a nine-month multifac- 
eted court battle? 

Or most egregious of all, the 2004 Wash- 
ington State governor’s race, where mul- 
tiple recounts were required before Seattle 
election officials were able to manufacture 
enough new ballots to snatch victory from 
the jaws of defeat, even though the total 
number of ballots finally counted exceed- 
ed the total issued, a fact that Washing- 
ton’s Supreme Court deemed irrelevant? 

Who can deny that the common thread 
here is that all three election thefts were 
perpetrated by Democrat Party apparat- 
chiks? 

RUSSELL W. HAAS 
Golden, Colorado 


About Strife 


About 25 years ago my wife and I met an 
African-American gentleman in the Chica- 
go O’Hare airport as he read a copy of THE 
NEw AMERICAN magazine. It is interesting to 
note that this gentleman made the comment 
that he was thankful for slavery because 
without it he would be living in Africa. 

No situation is absolutely perfect this 
side of heaven. Perhaps people — Ameri- 
cans of all races — should be more thank- 
ful for what they have going for them. 
Otherwise, there’s always emigration. 

Dr. ANDREW DICKENS 
Sent via e-mail 


Send your letters to: THE NEW AMERICAN, P.O. 
Box 8040, Appleton, WI 54912. Or e-mail: 
editorial@thenewamerican.com. Due to vol- 
ume received, not all letters can be answered. 
Letters may be edited for space and clarity. 
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States Use Nullification to End War on Marijuana 


On November 8, voters in at least four states decided to nullify 
unconstitutional federal statutes and United Nations drug-control 
treaties by officially ending marijuana prohibition, a major vic- 
tory for the U.S. Constitution and the 10th Amendment. Three 
states — California, Massachusetts, and Nevada — completely 
legalized marijuana, even for recreational use by adults. Maine’s 
initiative to do the same passed by a razor-thin margin, prompt- 
ing opponents to call for a recount, but at press time it appeared 
the measure would be successful. In Arizona, voters narrowly 
decided to keep pot prohibition in place. 

In Florida, voters overwhelmingly amended the state Constitu- 
tion to end prohibition of medical marijuana for patients suffering 


from certain ailments. Recreational pot possession remains ille- 
gal. Joining Florida were Arkansas and North Dakota, two reliably 
conservative states, where voters also decided to nullify federal 
and UN schemes by ending the criminalization of the controversial 
plant when used under doctors’ orders. Montana voters decided to 
further liberalize that state’s medical marijuana laws. 

Under the U.S. Constitution, the federal government was del- 
egated a few defined powers by the states. Prohibiting substances 
was not among those powers, hence the need for a constitutional 
amendment to ban alcohol. Ratifying UN treaties, whether on 
drugs or anything else, does not grant new powers to the federal 
government, as even the Supreme Court has made clear. As such, 
states have an obligation to interpose on behalf of their citizens 
by rejecting unconstitutional power grabs. In the past, numerous 
states have relied on similar strategies, including Wisconsin, which 
refused to return runaway slaves under the Fugitive Slave Act. 

Under the 10th Amendment to the U.S. Constitution, state 
governments and the people explicitly reserved all powers not 
specifically granted to the feds under the U.S. Constitution. Be- 
cause drug policy is not constitutionally a federal power, states 
and the people retained all power in this field. Regardless of one’s 
own feelings about marijuana, conservatives and constitutional- 
ists concerned about federal lawlessness in other areas — every- 
thing from healthcare and environmental policy to gun control 
and abortion — should take a lesson. 


Brits Fined and Prosecuted for Weeds, Weeping, and Whippoorwills 


According to an October 31 report from the Manifesto Club, a 
British civil-liberties organization, U.K. residents are being cited 
and fined — under the threat of criminal prosecution for failure 
to comply — for such offenses as not weeding their gardens, cry- 
ing too loudly in their own homes, posting signs critical of local 
government policies, or even feeding wild birds. 

The Anti-social Behavior, Crime and Policing Act — passed 
in 2014 at the urging of Theresa May, then home secretary and 
now prime minister — gave local officials the authority to issue 
Community Protection Notices (CPNs) to individuals 16 or older 
whenever officials believe that “the conduct of the individual 
... 1s having a detrimental effect, of a persistent and continuing 
nature, on the quality of life of those in the locality.” 

An official may issue a CPN on the spot, with only minimal 
warning to the individual being cited, for any offense he deems 
worthy, including things occurring within someone’s home. The 
CPN may demand that the cited individual either refrain from a 
particular activity or take specific actions, or both; and it may 
impose a fine of up to $124. In addition, if an individual refuses 
to comply with a CPN, he may be subjected to criminal prosecu- 
tion and, if convicted, fined as much as $3,100. 

It’s not hard to figure out why local officials love CPNs: They 
can make up “laws” on the spot — some councils’ CPN forms 
don’t specify particular offenses but allow officers to write in 


whatever they please — and enforce them (and collect fines) 
without the bother of proving their case in court. 

The Manifesto Club, along with other civil-liberties organi- 
zations, is calling on the government to greatly curtail the use 
of CPNs. They also note that individuals can appeal CPNs in 
court and encourage more to do so. The good news, the group’s 
Josie Appleton told CNSNews.com November 3, is that the CPN 
statute hasn’t become entrenched law yet. “I think it’s very early 
days,” she said. “I’m hopeful.” 
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INSIDE TRACK 


UN “Human Rights” Council Now Officially eomroles by Dictators 


More than half of the regimes selected to sit on the United Na- 
tions Human Rights Council in an October 28 election have been 
categorized as unfree. Among the latest selections to serve on the 
discredited global council are some of the most oppressive and 
murderous communist and Islamist dictatorships on the planet. 
That is despite the UN outfit’s mandate saying that only member 
governments that “uphold the highest standards in the promotion 
and protection of human rights” are eligible to join. Adding to 
the controversy, the Obama administration and Western powers 
remained silent as UN member governments chose some of the 
most barbaric regimes on Earth to police “human rights” around 
the world. 

The latest list of selections for the UN body, chosen by UN 
member governments and tyrants, reads like a who’s who of total- 
itarian regimes. Among the communist dictatorships that cruised 
to victory at the UN council, for example, were the regime en- 
slaving mainland China and the Castro-led Stalinist dictatorship 
enslaving Cuba. Other communist and socialist regimes on the 
council are those ruling Bolivia, Vietnam, South Africa, Ecuador, 
El Salvador, what remains of imploding Venezuela, and many 
more. Also taking a spot on the Human Rights Council was the 
Islamist regime in Saudi Arabia, which beheads apostates, bans 
Christianity, flogs and executes dissidents, and supports radical 
Islam around the world. 

Other governments and dictatorships with troubling records 


selected in the latest process included those ruling Egypt, Rwan- 
da, Tunisia, Iraq, Brazil, and Guatemala. They will be joining the 
oppressive regimes ruling Algeria, Burundi, Congo, Ivory Coast, 
Ethiopia, Kyrgyzstan, Maldives, Namibia, Morocco, and Qatar, 
among others. 

Americans who value real rights and freedoms need to ditch 
the UN and its extremist agenda in favor of the U.S. Constitution 
and the pre-existing rights it enshrines. Legislation to secure an 
American exit from the UN, the American Sovereignty Restora- 
tion Act, is already in Congress. All that is required now is more 
public pressure. And as the UN becomes increasingly extreme the 
pressure will almost certainly continue to build. 


Chicago Joins With Other Sanctuary Cities Vowing Defiance of Trump 


Rahm 
Emanuel 


“T want to assure all of our families that Chicago is and will re- 
main a sanctuary city,” promised Chicago Mayor Rahm Emanuel 
on November 13, joining with several other mayors around the 
country who have said they will defy President-elect Trump’s 
promise to cut off their federal funds. A sanctuary city is one in 
which local law-enforcement officials refuse to inform federal 
immigration officials about their illegal-alien residents, or turn 
them over for deportation. 

Emanuel was the chief of staff for President Obama before 


leaving that position to run for mayor of the Windy City. He 
insisted, “Chicago has been a city of immigrants since it was 
founded. We have always welcomed people of all faiths and 
backgrounds, and while the administration will change, our val- 
ues and our commitment to inclusion will not.” One should note 
that while Chicago has indeed been a city of immigrants since it 
was founded, those early immigrants were /egal. 

Other sanctuary cities have also announced that they will re- 
main such — municipalities in which illegal aliens can continue 
to live in violation of federal immigration law. Other cities be- 
sides Chicago that have taken this stance include Los Angeles, 
Seattle, Philadelphia, San Francisco, and dozens of others. 

New York City’s extreme left-wing mayor Bill de Blasio has 
also vowed to protect the city’s illegal aliens from deportation. 
“We are not going to sacrifice a half million people who live 
among us,” he declared, “who are part of our community. We are 
not going to tear families apart.” 

Speaking for Los Angeles Mayor Eric Garcetti, Connie Llanos 
said it was the mayor’s “hope that no president would violate 
those principles, the very foundation of our nation, by taking 
punitive action on cities that are simply protecting the well-being 
of residents.” 

What a President Trump will actually do about the defiance of 
sanctuary cities remains to be seen. 
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Europeans and Others Bewildered by Trump Victory 

“Tt’s not just about him. It’s about who he will, and has, emboldened. 
Everything about this [choice of Trump] feels identical to Brexit.” 
A popular British writer, Samantha Shannon suffered through the 
success of the underdog Brexit movement. She likens the Trump vic- 
tory to what shocked the pundits in her country. 


Election Results in “Decapitation” of Democratic Party 

“Few anticipated Tuesday morning what we would have today: a 
decapitated Democratic Party, with the Obamas and Clintons gone | 
or going, Joe Biden with them, no national leader rising, and only the Samantha 
power of obstruction, of which the nation has had enough.” Shannon 
Writing in his syndicated column, Patrick Buchanan registered his 
gleeful assessment of the victory achieved by Donald Trump. 


Federal Judge Addresses Woeful Ignorance of Many 

“But something like 70 percent of Americans can’t identify the Constitution as the supreme law of the 
land. Ten percent of college graduates think that Judge Judy is a Supreme Court justice.” 

As the chief judge of the Court of Appeals for the Second Circuit, Judge Robert Katzmann has launched 
a program that invites students to visit courthouses to learn more about the nation’s judicial system. 


Trump Expected to Make Supreme Court More Conservative 
“That’s when there will be real pushback on things like affirmative 
action and abortion. That’s when you'll really see the cementing of 
the conservative faction, on things like guns, voting rights, cam- 
paign finance, and so on.” 

Expecting Supreme Court vacancies to arise due to death or re- 
tirement of two liberals and one moderate, Washington University 
Professor Lee Epstein predicts that Trump nominees will be decid- 
edly conservative. 


Skeptic of Climate Change a Likely Trump Appointee 
Lee “T really think that people should be suspicious of authority. The 
Epstein : : : 
more you’re told that you have to believe something, the more you 
should question it.” 
One who delights in opposing the many scientists claiming that humans are causing global warming, 
Competitive Enterprise Institute’s Myron Ebell is being considered for an energy post in the Trump 
administration. 


Professor Expects Reversals of Climate-change Policies 

“There is little hope that the Clean Power Plan will survive the Supreme Court or for federal action 
to meet the U.S. commitment under the Paris accord. Worse, other key emitter nations — especially 
India — now have little reason to follow through on their Paris pledges. If the U.S. won’t, why should 
developing nations cut their emission?” 

A professor of system dynamics at the Massachusetts Institute of 
Technology, John Sterman expressed despair for the advocates of 
the climate-change agenda in the wake of the Trump victory. 
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Europe’s Right Wing Cheered by Trump Victory 

“They called us sexists, homophobes, and populists. They don’t real- 

ize that millions of people already no longer read their newspapers, 

and no longer watch their television.” 

Along with Marine Le Pen in France, Geert Wilders in the Nether- 

lands, and Viktor Orban in Hungary, Italy’s Beppe Grillo, the leader 

of the rising populist Five Star Movement in Italy, likened his effort 

to the successful candidacy of Donald Trump in America. @ Beppe 
— COMPILED BY JOHN F. McMANus Grillo 


Call 1-800-727-TRUE to subscribe today! 
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Trump won because he promised to defeat the globalists’ vision, which is eroding in 
the face of populist calls to protect borders, jobs, and cultures, but they won't give up 


without a fight — if ever. 
by Selwyn Duke 


GG hey hear the shouts of the 
peasants from over the hill. 


All the knights and barons 


will be riding into the castle pulling up the 
drawbridge in a minute. All the peasants 
are coming with pitchforks!” said Pat Bu- 
chanan in Nashua, New Hampshire, while 


10 


waging his insurgent 1992 campaign for 
the White House. Today, almost a quarter 
century after pugnacious Pat’s first presi- 
dential run, the castle walls have finally 
been breached by a peasant army that has 
made Donald Trump the 45th president of 
these United States. 

Love him or hate him, fancy him 
snake-oil salesman or sincere, there is 


no question Trump has ridden the anti- 
establishment wave that in a generation 
has gone from ripple to tsunami. It’s also 
plain that he has said many of the cor- 
rect things, inveighing illegal migration, 
raw-deal trade deals such as the TTP, 
internationalism, the media, and the rest 
of the establishment and its favored so- 
cial code, political correctness. Lastly, 
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there’s no doubt the establishment reso- 
lutely arrayed its forces against Trump, 
with even many members of his own 
party disavowing him. 

As THE NEW AMERICAN’S William F. 
Jasper wrote in August, “Hedge fund bil- 
lionaires, Wall Street mega-bankers, Holly- 
wood movie moguls, RINOs (Republicans 
In Name Only), ultra-Left ‘Progressive’ 
Democrats, and Big Media journalistas 
have all ganged up on one man. Together 
with an AstroTurf army of neocon pun- 
dits, radical academics, student activists, 
and street agitators funded by the Big 
Foundations and Big Government, they 
have united to stop that one man: Donald 
J. Trump.” And as TNA’s Alex Newman 
pointed out online November 10, the mood 
at the United Nations is “souring” because 
that man could not be stopped. He wrote, 
“Some foreign dictatorships, including the 
Chinese Communist regime, are also fret- 
ting, as are globalist UN subsidiary orga- 
nizations such as NATO.” Trump “has all 
the right enemies,” TNA editor Gary Benoit 
told me recently — and, we may add, many 
of the right friends. 

One of the enemies, French ambassador 
to the United States Gerard Araud, plain- 
tively tweeted that with Brexit and No- 
vember’s election, “A world is collapsing 
before our eyes.” 


Upsetting the Status Quo 
Ascheme is collapsing, is more like it. For 
Araud meant his world. As Trump friend 
Nigel Farage, interim leader of the U.K. 
Independence Party, told Time on Novem- 
ber 9, the previous day’s earth-shaking re- 
sults were “Brexit times three.” He elabo- 
rated, “It is a bigger country, it is a bigger 
position, it is a bigger event.... Brexit was 
the first brick that was knocked out of 
the establishment wall. A lot more were 
knocked out last night.” Other bricks lie in 
the cross hairs, too. Not only has this anti- 
establishment movement been percolating 
for decades, but it’s now a roiling-boil, 
Europe-wide phenomenon, manifesting 
itself also in Italy’s Five Star Movement, 
Marine Le Pen’s National Front in France, 
Geert Wilders’ Party for Freedom in the 
Netherlands, Poland’s ruling Law and Jus- 
tice Party, and Hungary’s Prime Minister 
Viktor Orban. 

And triumphant, the most optimis- 
tic observers may echo Orban, who said 
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November 10 that Trump’s victory marks 
an end of a two-decade period of West- 
ern “liberal non-democracy.” The more 
pessimistic warn that he’s too much of a 
deal-maker to be an establishment-break- 
er. Regardless, however, his election is 
seismically historic. The New York Times 
noted November 9 that for “the first time 
since before World War II, Americans 
chose a president who promised to re- 
verse the internationalism practiced by 
predecessors of both parties and to build 
walls both physical and metaphorical. Mr. 
Trump’s win foreshadowed an America 
more focused on its own affairs while 
leaving the world to take care of itself.” 

Yet even this doesn’t fully tell the tale. 
The election season also saw the rise of 
Vermont Senator Bernie Sanders, a wiz- 
ened old socialist who’d long wallowed in 
relative obscurity (by senators’ standards), 
and between his legions and Trump’s sup- 
porters, a majority of the electorate sig- 
naled they wanted fundamental change — 
just not the type Barack Obama has been 
dishing out. Moreover, where conven- 
tional wisdom was that only those who’d 
been governors and senators (and perhaps 
highly successful generals) could become 
president, Trump became the first to win 
the White House without ever having been 
in office or the military. Striking. 

It cannot be overemphasized that what 


Pigeonholing Trump’s populism: Early in the campaign especially, there was 


Trump represents is more important than 
what he is. As Democrat pollster Patrick 
Caddell put it in an election-eve November 
7 piece entitled “The real election surprise? 
The uprising of the American people”: 


Bernie Sanders and Donald Trump, 
sucked from the same trough even 
if it was from opposite ends. But 
the critical point that is missed, by 
almost everyone, was that neither 
Sanders nor Trump created this up- 
rising. They were chosen vehicles — 
they did not create these movements, 
these movements created them. 

In less than a day we will know 
how far this revolt has come. But, 
make no mistake, whatever the out- 
come, this revolt is not ending, it is 
merely beginning. 


Trump tapped into this phenomenon mas- 
terfully. Note that any of the other pri- 
mary-season GOP candidates could have 
done so. But they either didn’t believe 
in the movement (paging Governor John 
Kasich) or, and this is most significant, 
were afraid of the poltroonish patroons 
of political correctness; they lost sight of 
what Ronald Reagan called the difference 
“between critics and box office.” After all, 
one of the characteristics of the establish- 
ment is that it’s a rarefied realm in which 


s 


~ 
+ 
# 
5 
2 


much controversy 


over whether Trump was a conservative or a liberal. But he’s more akin to a Nigel Farage (shown 
on right): a nationalistic populist — and a “conservative” by modern European standards. 
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That Berning pain: Like an ill patient who knows something is wrong but trades the right 
diagnosis for quackery, millions of establisnhment-wary Americans rejected the status quo — but 
then glommed on to socialist senator Bernie Sanders. 


political correctness reigns; consequently, 
even the good people within it can mis- 
take pseudo-elite swill for popular will. 
Oh, this doesn’t mean political correctness 
has no sting, as it can and does destroy 
careers. But this is only because of estab- 
lishment power — the very thing against 
which many Trump voters rebelled. 

The average person is not politically 
correct (PC) in a doctrinaire fashion; in 
other words, he might, regrettably, have 
been instilled with the false PC supposi- 
tions woven seamlessly into our culture, 
but he doesn’t subscribe to “cutting edge” 
PC notions, such as that a man is a woman 
merely because he claims he is. To provide 
another example, agree with the idea or 
not, relatively few Americans are actually 
“offended” by a proposal to halt Muslim 
immigration. 

People also instinctively recoil at Or- 
wellian lexical tyranny. When Trump said 
that Mexico was sending rapists and drug 
couriers across our border, that it’s “freez- 
ing and snowing in New York — we need 
global warming!” and that our “great A fri- 
can American President hasn’t exactly had 
a positive impact on the thugs ... destroy- 


ing Baltimore,” those weren’t the mea- 
sured words of a Machiavellian politician. 

But that is how, when he lets his hair 
down, the average person speaks. 

Most Americans are sick and tired of 
an oppressive, lie-based social code tell- 
ing them how to walk and talk and act and 
think. And November 8 was not just a re- 
bellion against establishment lies, but also 
its language. 

Yet there’s far more to Trump’s anti- 
establishment victory. In his September 
Politico piece, “Trump Is Pat Buchanan 
With Better Timing,” journalist Jeff 
Greenfield writes, “To a remarkable 
extent, just about all of the themes of 
Trump’s campaign can be found in Bu- 
chanan’s insurgent primary run a quarter- 
century ago: the grievances ... the dark 
portrait of a nation whose culture and 
sovereignty are threatened from without 
and within; the sense that the elites of 
both parties have turned their backs on 
hard-working[,] loyal, traditional Ameri- 
cans.” Pundit and former Reagan speech- 
writer Peggy Noonan has called this the 
rebellion of the “unprotected” against the 
“protected,” the former of whom actually 


have to live with the problems the latter 
create, such as illegal-alien invasions. 

But why did Trump succeed where Bu- 
chanan failed? Of course, we have to men- 
tion Trump’s deep pockets and celebrity 
status, which gave him media exposure, 
both offered and bought, that almost no 
one else could match. Yet as Greenfield 
pointed out, an 


overriding reason is that the times 
have indeed changed. When Bu- 
chanan warned of globalism and in- 
tervention, the successful Gulf War 
and the Christmas Day 1991 col- 
lapse of the Soviet Union weakened 
that argument. If there really was a 
“new world order,” America was un- 
questionably in charge. Today, with 
memories of the disastrous second 
Iraq War, China rising and Russia 
asserting itself again, anti-interven- 
tionism is a lot stronger argument. 
Immigration, too, is an issue far more 
powerful today. “Back then, there 
were maybe 3-4 million illegal im- 
migrants,” Buchanan says. “Today, 
there are maybe 12 million.” [Note, 
there could be far more. ] 

... [Moreover,] the central Ameri- 
can promise — that our children 
would live better than we live — has 
been thrown into grave doubt, at least 
for those who are part of “the white 
working class.” Some 5 million man- 
ufacturing jobs have been lost since 
the start of the millennium; incomes 
for the average factory worker have 
been stagnant for just about all of the 
21st century. 

“Those issues started maturing,” 
Buchanan now says. “Now we’ve 
lost 55,000 factories.... When those 
consequences came rolling in, all of a 
sudden you’ve got an angry country. 
We were out there warning what was 
coming. Now, on trade and interven- 
tion, America sees what’s come.” 


And what’s gone. 

Greenfield also makes the point that 
widespread Internet and social media 
allow us to reach countless millions, con- 
tinually, at a button’s touch. This enables 
the more rapid spread of bad movements, 
such as the disastrous “Arab Spring,” and 
of good ones, such as what many are hop- 
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ing will be a Western Spring. And it’s just 
common sense: If people’s only conduit 
of information is the establishment media 
— as once was the case — it’s no surprise 
when they vote for establishment candi- 
dates. As with a computer, it’s garbage in, 
garbage out. 


Fundamental Beliefs 

Yet the change in civilization is far more 
fundamental than even the above indicates. 
Beating around the edges of this phenom- 
enon but blinded by his own biases, New 
Republic senior editor Jeet Heer addressed 
the matter in June, taking a few swipes at 
The John Birch Society in the process. 
Said he, “Conspiracy theories were long 
relegated to the fringes of American his- 
tory, but ... with Trump triumphant, we 
have to see the Birch Society and its style 
of conspiracy-mongering in a new light. 
Far from belonging merely to the lunatic 
fringe, the Birchers were important pre- 
cursors to what is now the governing ide- 
ology of the Republican Party: Trumpism. 
Bircherism is now, with Trump, flourish- 
ing in an entirely new way. Far from being 
drummed out of conservatism, it has be- 
come the dominant strain.” 

Of course, Heer ignores that what de- 
fines the JBS more than anything else is 
constitutionalism. On this count it should 
be noted that Trump is not a constitution- 
alist, such as Ron Paul, nor is he a “conser- 
vative” in the Reagan or Buchanan mold. 
He didn’t repeatedly inveigh against big 
government on the campaign trail or warn 
of a “culture war”; he doesn’t speak of our 
moral crisis even though we’re sliding to- 
ward Sodom and all our man-caused prob- 
lems are, at bottom, moral ones. Whatever 
he believes, he’s a master of marketing 
who exploited what resonated with to- 
day’s electorate. 

Yet Heer is getting at a real phenom- 
enon, so it’s worthwhile to explain it 
better than he understands it. He speaks 
of a “paranoid style” of American poli- 
tics, originated by the JBS but now 
mainstream, as he writes, among other 
things, about Trump’s warnings regard- 
ing Muslim immigration. Yet as the say- 
ing goes, “It’s not paranoia when they 
really are out to get you.” Asserting that 
internationalist statists all across the 
West are using im/migration to engage 
in demographic warfare and invade their 


Call 1-800-727-TRUE to subscribe today! 


own nations with socialist-minded (and 
sometimes jihadist-minded), largely un- 
assimilable individuals who will eventu- 
ally become citizens is not paranoia. Say- 
ing they do this for the dual purpose of 
overwhelming the votes of traditionalist- 
minded Westerners and breaking down 
national cohesiveness and sovereignty is 
not paranoia. And stating that a percent- 
age of today’s impossible-to-vet Muslim 
migrants are or will become jihadists is 
not paranoia. These are facts. 

Yet as with anything else, there are ra- 
tional conspiracy beliefs and nutty ones. 
Today America is replete with both, par- 
tially because of man’s and the Internet’s 
natures and for another reason: Distrust in 
America’s institutions abounds. Accord- 
ing to Gallup, the percentage of Americans 
saying they have a “great deal” or “quite 
a lot” of confidence in various institutions 
is as follows: the church or organized reli- 
gion, 41 percent; the medical system, 39; 
the presidency and the Supreme Court, 
36; government schools, 30; banks, 27; 
organized labor and the criminal-justice 
system, 23; TV news, 21; newspapers, 20; 
big business, 18; and Congress is the ca- 
boose at six percent. 

This cynicism is matched, not surpris- 
ingly, by pessimism. Pat Caddell reported 
on a study by his Armada group called the 


Vatelemvetabrcontrolcey. 4 
SANA ge 


“Candidate Smith” project, which found 
that “American politics has entered an 
historic paradigm” defined by three over- 
riding beliefs: Unlike earlier generations, 
a great majority of citizens today say their 
children will be worse off than they are. 
Eighty-four percent believe (rightly) that 
different rules apply to the rich and well- 
connected, with only 10 percent believ- 
ing everyone has an equal opportunity (in 
fairness, there has never been a time or 
place in which the “in” crowd didn’t have 
advantages; it’s only a matter of degree). 
And tellingly, 70 percent of Americans 
believe our country is in actual decline. 
Given this, it’s no surprise a candidate 
with the slogan “Make America Great 
Again” would find success. 

Caddell points out that you’d get very 
different responses if you asked the pseu- 
do-elite establishment types, who live their 
lives of silk and satin, about the above 
matters. This is true, too — with perhaps 
one notable exception: Donald J. Trump. 

An accompanying theme of Trump’s 
campaign was that America was “losing” 
at every turn because she’s governed by 
losers. This bold assertion made Trump 
a “Traitor to His Class,” as Weekly Stan- 
dard writer Julius Krein put it in a brilliant 
September 2015 article by that very name. 
In this time where the pseudo-elite norm 


Stickin’ it to the “man”: Not only have the Brexit “Leave” side and Trump both inspired passion, 
but both also under-polled. It appears many respondents simply didn’t want to express their 


politically incorrect views to pollsters. 
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is aggressive internationalism — or, as 
informed “deplorables” may call it, trea- 
son — “Nothing is more terrifying to the 
elite than Trump's embrace of a tangible 
American nationalism,” Krein states in his 
subtitle. (Emphasis in original.) He then 
goes on to explain part of Trump’s appeal: 


Most candidates seek to define them- 
selves by their policies and platforms. 
What differentiates Trump is not what 
he says, or how he says it, but why he 
says it. The unifying thread running 
through his seemingly incoherent pol- 
icies, what defines him as a candidate 
and forms the essence of his appeal, 
is that he seeks to speak for America. 
He speaks, that is, not for America 
as an abstraction but for real, living 
Americans and for their interests as 
distinct from those of people in other 
places. He does not apologize for hav- 
ing interests as an American, and he 
does not apologize for demanding that 
the American government vigorously 
prosecute those interests. 

What Trump offers is permission 
to conceive of an American inter- 
est as a national interest separate 
from the “international community” 
and permission to wish to see that 
interest triumph. What makes him 
popular on immigration is not how 
extreme his policies are, but the 
emphasis he puts on the interests 
of Americans rather than everyone 
else. His slogan is “Make America 
Great Again,” and he is not ashamed 
of the fact that this means making 
it better than other places, perhaps 
even at their expense. 

His least practical suggestion — 
making Mexico pay for the border 
wall — is precisely the most signifi- 
cant: It shows that a President Trump 
would be willing to take something 
from someone else in order to give 
it to the American people. Whether 
he could achieve this is of secondary 
importance; the fact that he is willing 
to say it is everything. 


Internationalist Ideology 

And that he was the only candidate will- 
ing to say it is why he’s the president- 
elect today. This is something that, as 
Caddell put it, the establishment types 
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are “psychologically incapable of under- 
standing.” They sneer at the dominant 
anti-establishment wave, dismissing it as 
“nativist,” “bigoted,” and “xenophobic.” 
A prime example is Heer colleague Ryu 
Spaeth, who writes at the New Republic, 
“Britain’s Nigel Farage and France’s Ma- 
rine Le Pen and America’s Trump have 
all succeeded by sowing fear and hatred 
of the other. They lead movements that, at 
their core, are propelled by white revan- 
chism, a raging against an increasingly 
globalized world that has threatened 
white power and diluted white identity.” 
As these pseudo-elitists hurl their names 
and miss the mark, however, they’re 
clearly ignorant of the fact that it is not 
their targets who are radical — and radi- 
cally wrong. It is they. 

Imagine that a primitive Amazonian 
tribe were being overrun by outsiders; or 
consider Tibet, which has been inundat- 
ed with millions of ethnic Chinese dur- 
ing China’s domination of the country. 
If a tribesman or Tibetan lamented this 
state of affairs, would our leftists call 
him “racist” and xenophobic? On the 
contrary, such happenings may inspire 
anthropologists to cry, “This is demo- 
graphic and cultural genocide!” Yet the 
reaction is quite different when the same 
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is visited on Western peoples. Then they 
call it “multiculturalism” and say, “Our 
strength lies in our diversity.” 

Moreover, if a people were asked, “Do 
you want to be replaced with foreigners, 
who won’t assimilate or won’t be asked 
to do so, and have your culture extin- 
guished?” what people would say yes? But 
the establishment didn’t ask. There was no 
referendum. 

They just did it. 

Also note that no small number of non- 
Western nations, such as Japan and Saudi 
Arabia, have no or virtually no immigra- 
tion. Yet establishment types never de- 
mand they be strengthened with diversity; 
this they reserve only for Western lands. 
We perhaps should wonder why. 

As for wonderment, many establish- 
ment types are, again, incredulous that 
the “great unwashed” aren’t sticking to 
the internationalist program. But could 
the following provide a clue as to why? 
An e-mail released by WikiLeaks in Oc- 
tober revealed that Hillary Clinton said in 
a private, paid 2013 speech to a Brazilian 
bank, “My dream is a hemispheric com- 
mon market, with open trade and open 
borders.” This is par for the establishment 
course. Andrew Neather, former aide to 
ex-British Prime Minister Tony Blair, 


The man and the moment: Trump did not create the anti-establishment movement. It created 
him. And with 70 percent of Americans considering the United States in decline and discontent 
with the status quo rife, it appears likely the movement will endure even if the man fades. 
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confessed in 2009 that the massive immi- 
gration into the United Kingdom over the 
previous 15 years was designed to “rub 
the Right’s nose in diversity and render 
their arguments out of date.” And Swed- 
ish Social Democrat politician Mona 
Sahlin unabashedly proclaimed in 2001, 
“The Swedes must be integrated into the 
new Sweden; the old Sweden is never 
coming back.” With leaders like that, 
who needs traitors? 

Of course, truly “open borders” means 
the United States would cease to exist. 
Mind you, it’s easy for pseudo-elites to 
accept such an outcome. They can en- 
gage in moral preening as they pontifi- 
cate about the brotherhood of man and 
fancy themselves above the notions of 
nations and borders (behind the walls of 
their well protected, palatial abodes). And 
their wealth may allow them residences 
in many countries; they may spend much 
time overseas. For they are philanderers of 
nations. Yet the average person is married 
to the land; he has nowhere to run. If the 
establishment mucks things up, he goes 
down with the ship. 

What many internationalists don’t un- 
derstand, because their self-professed en- 
lightenment is a delusion, is that they’re 
bucking man’s nature. Properly under- 
stood, a nation is merely an extension of 
the tribe, which itself is an extension of 
the family; thus, nationalism is natural, 
a population-level version of family pa- 
triotism. And when a country becomes 
Balkanized enough, either it dissolves 
— or an iron fist of tyranny appears, as 
“savior,” and keeps the bickering groups 
in line. 


Trump’s Trajectory 

As for Trump, his nationalism has carried 
the day, for now, yet he isn’t most properly 
analogized to Pat Buchanan. Rather, his 
election is historic for yet another reason: 
As I pointed out in January, Trump was 
our first “European-conservative” Ameri- 
can presidential candidate. Unlike Bu- 
chanan and much like Marine Le Pen or 
Nigel Farage, Trump is indifferent to quite 
liberal on social issues, and he accepts the 
statist status quo. He simply rejects inter- 
nationalism. And in this he is, like it or 
not, aman for our time. In “Liberalism and 
Conservatism: The Engine and Caboose of 
the Train to Perdition” (THE NEw AMERI- 
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Paid-for opposition: The establishment won’t go down without a fight. Violent protests against 


Trump — which Project Veritas sting operations prove are often “AstroTurf” events — have been 


arising all over the country. 


CAN, November 7, 2016), I pointed out that 
a given time’s conservatives merely reflect 
the previous times’ liberals, as the political 
spectrum continually moves “left.” And as 
we follow in Europe’s footsteps — with 
secularization, declining morality, and 
burgeoning government — and as our 
people begin to resemble the Old World’s 
worldview-wise, so do our leaders. 

There is a lesson here. Just as a nation 
may get the government it deserves, re- 
formers can only reform rightly insofar 
as they morally are well-formed. The hit 
the establishment took November 8 was 
uplifting, and we should wish President- 
elect Trump great success in advancing 
his aims, insofar as they’re constitu- 
tional. We should also hope he truly will 
trump the establishment. Yet we must re- 
member that he is only one man; it’s the 
movement that matters. Whatever Trump 
attempts, we can 
and should augment 
(or correct) it by 
neutralizing estab- 
lishment schemes 
with nullification, 
which Thomas Jef- 
ferson called the 
“rightful remedy” 


for all federal usurpation. Moreover, we 
should dismiss judicial supremacy as 
the extra-constitutional power it is, for 
to accept it, as Jefferson warned, would 
make our Constitution a “suicide pact.” 
In addition, we can elect members of 
Congress who understand their consti- 
tutional powers — for example, those 
allowing them to rein in the judiciary 
— and aren’t reluctant to exercise them; 
as it stands now, congressmen opt to let 
unelected (and unaccountable) judges 
“settle” contentious issues rather than do 
so themselves, alienate part of the elec- 
torate, and give opponents ammunition 
for campaign-time political ads. This, of 
course, leads to distorted government. 
For how can there be the founder-envi- 
sioned balance of power among the three 
branches if one branch neglects to exer- 
cise its powers? If Congress refuses its 
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turn at the wheel, it should be no surprise 
when the presidency and courts steer us 
toward an abyss. 

Yet national suicide will still be our lot 
without one crucial ingredient. We can 
talk about constitutionalism till we’re 
blue in the face, but our second presi- 
dent, John Adams, told us in no uncertain 
terms, “Avarice, ambition, revenge and 
licentiousness would break the strongest 
cords of our Constitution, as a whale goes 
through a net. Our Constitution was made 
only for a moral and religious people. It 
is wholly inadequate to the government 
of any other.” Does “moral and religious” 
describe us today? Adherence to a set 
of rules (the Constitution, for instance) 
requires a sense of honor in the people. 
Furthermore, it requires a belief that rules 
can have a basis in more than just man’s 
preference. As to this, ’ve often men- 
tioned Barna Group research indicating 
that a staggering 83 percent of teenagers 
in 2002 (adults today) said that “morals” 
were relative; in other words, they don’t 
believe in the most important, most funda- 
mental rules of all — God’s laws — which 
are what morals reflect. Of course, if even 
what we call right and wrong were relative 
(which essentially means they don’t exist), 
why would we consider constitutional dic- 
tates and prohibitions anything but rela- 
tive? Another way of saying this is: Why 
then would we consider the Constitution 
anything but a “living document’’? 

Moreover, if right and wrong were just 
a matter of “perspective,” what could be 
objectively wrong with violating any set of 
tules? And if we accept the relativistic Pro- 
tagorean notion that “Man is the measure of 
all things,” which would include laws, then 
it’s no surprise when we start to become a 
land of men and not laws. This is why phi- 
losophy matters: Get “First Things” wrong, 
and what flows from them will be no better. 

An apocryphal saying tells us, “America 
is great because she is good, and if Amer- 
ica ever ceases to be good, she will cease 
to be great.” You may or may not consider 
a battle to have been won on November 8, 
but the moral and spiritual battle for the 
soul of America is waged every single day. 
And making America great again requires 
making her good again. Take care of that, 
and the elections — and the establish- 
ment’s disestablishment — take care of 
themselves. ll 
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The Clinton Crime Cesspool 


The evidence available to the public of crimes by the Clintons — including pedophilia, fraud, 
and treason — leaves no doubt that Trump should have them investigated. But will he? 


Syndicate heads? Washington Insider John Podesta “interviews” Hillary Rodham Clinton in Las Vegas in 2014. Podesta, who 
served as chief of staff to President Bill Clinton, counselor to President Obama, and campaign chairman for Hillary Clinton, is 


exposed in many WikiLeaks e-mails. 


by William F. Jasper 


hroughout his campaign for the 
White House, Donald Trump re- 
peatedly asserted that it was his 
mission, if elected, to “drain the swamp” 
of corruption in Washington, D.C. And he 
frequently noted that “Crooked Hillary” 
is a key figure in that swamp. During his 
televised debate with Hillary Clinton on 
October 10, he dramatically upped the 
rhetorical ante, pointedly telling his op- 
ponent: “If I win, I am going to instruct 
my attorney general to get a special pros- 
ecutor to look into your situation. Be- 
cause there have never been so many lies, 
so much deception.” 

Trump told Clinton she owed America 
an apology for the “33,000 emails you 
deleted,” and, further, that if he became 
president, “You’d be in jail.” The ex- 
change made for spectacular political the- 
ater, but was Trump serious? Should Hil- 
lary Rodham Clinton be in jail — and not 
merely for jeopardizing national security 
by transmitting classified material over a 
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private, unsecured e-mail account, in vio- 
lation of the law while secretary of state? 
There is ample evidence to persuasively 
suggest that, yes indeed, she should be oc- 
cupying a residence in one of our federal 
institutions of higher detention. On Octo- 
ber 30, The Hill reported that former assis- 
tant FBI director James Kallstrom stated 
in an interview: “The Clintons, that’s a 
crime family, basically. It’s like organized 
crime. I mean the Clinton Foundation is 
a cesspool.... God forbid we put someone 
like that [Clinton] in the White House.” 
Kallstrom also blasted current FBI Direc- 
tor James Comey and Attorney General 
Loretta Lynch, both Obama appointees, 
for impeding the investigation into Clin- 
ton’s use of the private server. 

“The problem here is this investiga- 
tion was never a real investigation,” he 
said. “That’s the problem. They never had 
a grand jury empaneled, and the reason 
they never had a grand jury empaneled, 
I’m sure, is Loretta Lynch would not go 
along with that.” According to Kallstrom, 
rank-and-file FBI agents “are furious 


with what’s going on” to protect Clinton 
from prosecution. 

However, as serious as the Clinton 
e-mail security breaches are, they are 
but a minuscule portion of the Clinton 
crime cesspool. Hacker websites such as 
WikiLeaks, Guccifer, Guccifer 2.0, and 
DCLeaks, have released tens of thousands 
of e-mails to and from Hillary Clinton, her 
campaign chairman John Podesta, other 
Clinton staff members, lobbyists, donors, 
and investors that paint a very incriminat- 
ing picture. 

Hillary’s media pals, however, have 
discounted the hacked e-mails almost en- 
tirely. Probably the most common media 
theme has been that expressed by Rus- 
sell Berman, in his piece entitled “What 
the WikiLeaks Emails Say About Clin- 
ton,” for The Atlantic, one of the many 
establishment presstitute vehicles that has 
stumped for Clinton. According to Ber- 
man, the hacked e-mails “show a political 
candidate being political. Not much more, 
and not much less.” 

Likewise for Berman’s brethren in the 
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Trump told Clinton she owed America an apology for 
the “33,000 emails you deleted,” and, further, that if he 
became president, “You'd be in jail.” 


Clinton propaganda choir; they stuffed 
page after page of reports on WikiLeaks 
with the most inconsequential and mun- 
dane e-mails: petty in-fighting amongst 
Clinton staffers, scheduling arrange- 
ments, arguments over campaign strat- 
egy, suggested jokes for Hillary to use in 
a speech, suggestions that Hillary should 
smile more, etc. But the media “watch- 
dogs” have displayed a glaring and ob- 
stinate lack of curiosity about investigat- 
ing the most obvious issues that carry the 
distinct criminal reek of influence ped- 
dling, graft, bribery, money laundering, 
and (yes, we dare say) treason. Hillary 
Rodham Clinton, her royal consort Wil- 
liam Jefferson Clinton, her consiglieri 
John Podesta, and other members of the 
Clinton Foundation and Hillary Clinton 
campaign have been engaged in an enor- 
mous shakedown operation for personal 
enrichment that appears to involve many 
instances of subverting our electoral pro- 
cess and selling out American national 
security to foreign adversaries. 

We are not dependent solely on 
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WikiLeaks and other hacktivists for evi- 
dence. Judicial Watch, the public service 
watchdog group, has obtained many of 
the Clinton e-mails and other documents 
from the State Department through its 
Freedom of Information Act (FOIA) re- 
quests and lawsuits. Also, undercover 
video reporters of James O’Keefe’s Proj- 
ect Veritas have caught Hillary Clinton’s 
operatives red-handed, admitting to using 
illegal activities — including violence 
and voter fraud — to advance their radi- 
cal political agenda. Best-selling author 
and investigative journalist Dr. Jerome 
Corsi has uncovered mountains of al- 
leged criminal misconduct, which he 
has detailed in his columns for World- 
NetDaily and in his latest book, Part- 
ners in Crime: The Clintons’ Scheme to 
Monetize the White House for Personal 
Profit. Likewise, Peter Schweizer, the in- 
dependent investigator and president of 
the Government Accountability Institute, 
has detailed a strong case for indicting 
Hillary Clinton in his book Clinton Cash 
— The Untold Story of How and Why 


Pay-to-play: Billionaire mining mogul Frank Giustra (shown), one of the Clinton Foundation’s 
major donors, was a key investor/profiteer in the Uranium One deal that delivered 20 percent (or 


more) of U.S. uranium to Russia. 
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CRIME 


Foreign Governments and Businesses 
Helped Make Bill and Hillary Rich. 

We have utilized all of the above sourc- 
es — and more — to assemble a collection 
of some of the most notable instances of 
corruption, abuse, and outright criminal 
activity by the “Clinton Crime Family” 
that have been “overlooked” by the Clin- 
ton-friendly establishment media. 


Uranium One: From Russia 

With Love (and Money) 

Throughout the recent election cycle, 
Team Clinton tried to make political hay 
with the charge that Donald Trump is tied 
up in some type of love tryst (and business 
deals) with Russia and Vladimir Putin. 
This is really rich and brazen hypocrisy, 
since it is Bill and Hillary Clinton and 
John Podesta who have been wheeling and 
dealing with Putin & Company. One of 
the most incredible examples of this is the 
Uranium One deal, in which Hillary and 
Bill Clinton and their Clinton Foundation 
raked in a huge fortune (reportedly $130 
million — or more) from American, Ca- 
nadian, and Russian investors who helped 
arrange for Russian companies — under 
the control, ultimately, of Vladimir Putin 
— to take control of at least 20 percent of 
our strategic uranium assets. 

According to some calculations, the 
Uranium One deal, involving top Clin- 
ton donors Frank Giustra and Ian Telfer, 
has transferred as much as 50 percent of 
projected American uranium production 
to Kremlin control. Now, that may not be 
as racy as the charges of sexual harass- 
ment (which may or may not turn out to 
be substantive) brought against Trump by 
heretofore unknown women, but it is cer- 
tainly a more substantive matter for our 
national security, and there is far more evi- 
dence publicly available to lift it beyond 
the sensational and speculative. But the 
“prestige” press have elected to focus on 
the sex charges against Trump, rather than 
the possible treason involved in the Ura- 
nium One transaction, which is but one of 
many involving Russia. 

As secretary of state, Hillary Clinton 
exercised crucial decision-making power 
on the Committee for Foreign Investment 
in the United States (CFIUS) to approve 
the Russian government energy agency 
Rusatom’s purchase of majority control 
of Uranium One. Members of Congress 
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Boosting Russian hi-tech: Billionaire oligarch Viktor Vekselberg (right) with Russian Prime 
Minister Dmitry Medvedev outside Skolkovo Center, Russia’s Silicon Valley. 


were rightfully alarmed. Senator John 
Barrasso (R-Wyo.) was particularly con- 
cerned, since the proposed deal involved 
a large uranium mine in his state. He 
wrote to President Obama, noting the deal 
“would give the Russian government con- 
trol over a sizable portion of America’s 
uranium production capacity” through Ru- 
satom and its subsidiary, ARMZ. “Equally 
alarming,” Barrasso said, “this sale gives 
ARMZ a significant stake in uranium 
mines in Kazakhstan.” 

But President Obama and Secretary 
Clinton ignored those concerns. And the 
Obama administration, via the Nuclear 
Regulatory Commission (NRC), apparent- 
ly lied to Senator Barrasso when it assured 
him that ore from the Uranium One mine 
in Wyoming wouldn’t be exported. But it 
is indeed exporting uranium. Senator Bar- 
rasso was also assured that Uranium One 
would remain a public company, guar- 
anteeing some measure of transparency. 
But it has since been taken private, with 
Putin’s company ARMZ now owning 100 
percent of the stock. 

Hillary Clinton’s State Department 
was signing off on the Russian takeover 
of Uranium One while the Clinton Foun- 
dation was taking in tens of millions of 
dollars from Uranium One exec Frank 
Giustra, and while Bill Clinton and Frank 
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Giustra were zooming about the globe on 
Giustra’s private jet consummating mega- 
mining deals. 


Building Putin’s Silicon Valley 

On May 11, 2009, THE NEw AMERICAN 
published the online story “U.S., Rus- 
sia ‘Reset’ the Convergence Agenda,” 
in which we reported: “When Secretary 
Clinton met with [Russian Foreign Min- 
ister] Lavrov in Geneva in March, she 
presented him with a yellow box with a 
large red reset button. Clinton and Lav- 
rov then mugged for the cameras while 
both of them pushed the button together, 
symbolizing the dawning of a new coop- 
erative relationship between the two pow- 
ers.” And in a series of articles in 2010, 
we detailed the Obama-Clinton efforts to 
assist the Kremlin plans in building their 
own high-tech Silicon Valley, known as 
Skolkovo, with huge multi-billion dollar 
deals and transfers of U.S. technology 
from the likes of Microsoft, Intel, Cisco 
Systems, Boeing, IBM, and many more. 
Many of the Russian firms involved in 
this joint effort are key weapons manufac- 
turers and primary actors in the Russian 
military-industrial complex. Why waste 
time, effort, and resources with espionage 
when your enemy is willing to give you 
everything, right? 


One of Team Clinton’s strategic part- 
ners in this venture (whom we will see 
recurring in items below) was billion- 
aire Russian oligarch Viktor Vekselberg, 
a close ally of Putin and president of the 
Skolkovo Foundation. He is also a board 
member of RUSNANO, the Russian State 
Investment Fund, as well as owner and 
president of the Renova Group, the huge 
Russian conglomerate that is at the center 
of a number of Clinton Foundation scan- 
dals, including Uranium One. 


Money Laundering 

With Russian Oligarchs 

One of the more notable deals to show up 
in WikiLeaks involves Clinton Founda- 
tion operatives, including Hillary’s cam- 
paign chairman John Podesta, in alleged 
money laundering with the above-men- 
tioned Russian billionaire Viktor Veksel- 
berg. Podesta, whom the New York Times 
has called “one of Washington’s biggest 
players,” is the former chief of staff to 
President Bill Clinton, former counselor 
to President Obama, and current chairman 
of the Soros-funded Center for American 
Progress. His brother, Tony Podesta, a 
wealthy Washington lobbyist/power bro- 
ker, is his longtime “partner in crime.” 

As with the cavalcade of shady deals 
and shady characters that became emblem- 
atic of unethical (and illegal) fundraising 
during Bill Clinton’s presidency — Lippo- 
gate, Buddhist Templegate, James Riady, 
Charlie Trie, Johnny Chung, Ted Sioeng, 
et al. — the current Clinton Foundation/ 
Clinton State Department scandal sheet 
is littered with a confusing profusion of 
shady characters linked to a labyrinth of 
entities, including government agencies, 
NGOs, foundations, think tanks, compa- 
nies, and shell companies. Only this is on 
a much grander scale than when Bill and 
Hillary were occupying the Oval Office as 
co-presidents. 

Vekselberg’s and John Podesta’s deal- 
ings intertwine, for instance, at Joule Un- 
limited, a small Massachusetts-based en- 
ergy company that attracted investments 
from Vekselberg and the Russian govern- 
ment. Joule Unlimited is owned by Joule 
Global Stichting and Joule Global Hold- 
ings, based in the Netherlands. Jerome 
Corsi reported, in an October 6, 2016 ar- 
ticle for WorldNetDaily, that “Podesta had 
been paid an undisclosed amount for serv- 


19 


According to some calculations, the Uranium One 
deal, involving top Clinton donors Frank Giustra and 
lan Telfer, has transferred as much as 50 percent of 
projected American uranium production to Kremlin 


control. 


ing on the executive board of Joule Global 
Stichting, an appointment he neglected 
to report to regulatory authorities in the 
U.S.,” as required by law. 

Podesta also reportedly received 75,000 
shares of stock in Joule Unlimited, which 
undoubtedly netted Hillary’s chairman a 
handsome profit, thanks to a Russian “in- 
vestment” of tens of millions of dollars in 
Joule. Vekselberg’s Renova Group and the 
Putin regime’s RUSNANO (on which Ve- 
kselberg serves as a board member) were 
the major investors. Vekselberg’s holdings 
are scattered through offshore accounts in 
Cyprus, the Bahamas, and the British Vir- 
gin Islands, which facilitates laundering of 
his proceeds. One of his conduits appears 
to be Renova Capital Partners, a Denver- 
based private equity group founded and 
owned by Philip Caplan. Caplan’s bio at 
the Renova company website notes that 
he had “a 17-year career in politics and 
government, capped by serving as Assis- 
tant to the President and Staff Secretary to 
Bill Clinton.” 

A principal funnel for Vekselberg’s 
dark money is the Russian-based Met- 
combank, which the controversial oli- 
garch owns. According to Jerome Corsi, 
“Metcombank is the bank Vekselberg is 
using to make clandestine transfers to 
the Clinton Foundation. The money goes 
through the Moscow branch of Metcom- 
bank via Deutsche Bank and Trust Com- 
pany Americas in New York City, ending 
up in a private bank account in the Bank 
of America that is operated by the Clinton 
Foundation.” 

So have Vekselberg, Putin & Co. lav- 
ished money on the Clintons because they 
believe so deeply in Bill and Hillary’s 
global “philanthropic” ventures? Or is 
there a quid pro quo here? Dr. Corsi writes 
that the “transfer of advanced U.S. tech- 
nology to Russia, including both military 
technology and solar energy technology 
as part of Secretary Clinton’s ‘reset’ pro- 
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gram” with Russia, “greatly enhanced the 
Russian military’s capabilities, according 
to both the FBI and the U.S. army.” 


Pay-to-Play: “If This Story 

Gets Out, We Are Screwed” 

The extent of the pay-for-play cronyism 
between Hillary’s State Department and 
Bill and Hillary’s Clinton Foundation is 
astounding. In fact, in a November 13, 
2011, e-mail to John Podesta, Doug Band 
writes: “I’m also starting to worry that 
if this story gets out, we are screwed.” 
So who is Doug Band and why was he 
worried? Band, the president of Teneo 
Holdings, a global consulting firm, is the 
former personal assistant and counselor 
to President Bill Clinton, and was subse- 
quently employed by the Clinton Global 
Initiative and the Clinton Foundation. 
At Teneo, he has been a major cultiva- 
tor of funding for ex-president Clinton’s 
for-profit and non profit revenue streams. 
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Bill Clinton, in turn, became honorary 
chairman of Teneo, a position for which 
he was scheduled to be compensated to 
the tune of $3.5 million — until Band’s 
e-mail to Podesta cited above, which was 
released by WikiLeaks, detailed some 
of the tens of millions of dollars he had 
secured for the Clintons. The e-mail was 
apparently precipitated by a turf feud 
that had developed between Band and 
Chelsea Clinton. Band told Podesta that 
Chelsea “is acting like a spoiled brat kid 
who has nothing else to do but create is- 
sues to justify what she’s doing because 
she, as she has said, hasn’t found her way 
and has a lack of focus in her life.” Band 
felt compelled to spell out his value to 
the Clintons. 

“Throughout the past almost 11 years 
since President Clinton left office, I have 
sought to leverage my activities, including 
my partner role at Teneo, to support and 
to raise funds for the Foundation,” Band 
wrote. “This memorandum strives to set 
forth how I have endeavored to support the 
Clinton Foundation and President Clinton 
personally.” 

“Independent of our fundraising and 
decision-making activities on behalf of 
the Foundation, we have dedicated our- 
selves to helping the President secure 
and engage in for-profit activities — in- 
cluding speeches, books, and advisory 


To Russia with love: Although Hillary Clinton made many anti-Putin statements during the 2016 
election campaign, she has had close relations (and business deals) with the KGB veteran’s regime. 
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service engagements,” Band says. “With 
respect to business deals for his advisory 
services, [Teneo] found, developed and 
brought to President Clinton multiple ar- 
rangements for him to accept or reject. 
Of his current 4 arrangements, we se- 
cured all of them.” These arrangements, 
he noted, “have yielded more than $30 
million for [Bill Clinton] personally, with 
$66 million to be paid out over the next 
nine years should he choose to continue 
with the current engagements.” 

Doug Band provides Podesta with a 
breakdown of the amounts Teneo brought 
in from various “donors” to Clinton, in- 
cluding $4,330,000 from Coca-Cola, 
$4,276,841 from the Rockefeller Foun- 
dation, $780,000 from Dow Chemical, 
$540,000 from UBS, $1.1 million from 
Barclays Capital, and $1,401,332 from 
Laureate International University. This was 
in November 2011, remember, and much 
more funding has rolled in since then. 

Like much of the rest of the funding 
listed, the timing of the Dow Chemical 
donations is more than merely interest- 
ing. In 2009, the chemical giant was in 
a pickle owing to the collapse of a $17.4 
billion joint venture with a Kuwaiti state- 
owned company. Dow stood to lose $9 
billion. With Band’s help, Dow CEO 
Anthony Liveris obtained special ac- 
cess to, and help from, Secretary of State 
Hillary Clinton. Band notes in his e-mail 
to Podesta that one month after getting 
access to Secretary Clinton, Liveris in- 
vited former President Clinton and Band 
out for a day of golf — and then donated 
$500,000. Another $150,000 donation 
soon followed, to pay for former Presi- 
dent Clinton to attend a Dow dinner at 
the World Economic Forum in Davos, 
Switzerland. Then Liveris provided a 
Dow corporate jet to fly Clinton and his 
foundation entourage to Korea. Accord- 
ing to news reports, Dow subsequently 
paid Band/Teneo $2.8 million in 2011 
and $16 million in 2012 for “consultancy 
services.” 

The Dow experience is more ordinary 
than extraordinary for Clinton donors, 
which include authoritarian and totali- 
tarian regimes, as well as corporations. 
“Under [Hillary] Clinton’s leadership, 
the State Department approved $165 bil- 
lion worth of commercial arms sales to 20 
nations whose governments have given 
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Hillary’s Russian “reset”: Secretary of State Hillary Clinton presents Russian President Putin’s 
Foreign Minister Sergey Larov with a “reset button” in 2009, which helped jump-start Clinton 


Foundation business deals with Russia. 


money to the Clinton Foundation,” accord- 
ing to an analysis of State Department and 
foundation data, as reported by the Jnter- 
national Business Times on May 26, 2015. 
That figure — derived from the three full 
fiscal years of Clinton’s term as secretary 
of state (from October 2010 to September 
2012) — says the JBT report, “represented 
nearly double the value of American arms 
sales made to the those countries and ap- 
proved by the State Department during 
the same period of President George W. 
Bush’s second term.” 

The JBT analysis further noted that the 
“Clinton-led State Department also autho- 
rized $151 billion of separate Pentagon- 
brokered deals for 16 of the countries that 
donated to the Clinton Foundation, result- 
ing in a 143 percent increase in completed 
sales to those nations over the same time 
frame during the Bush administration.” 


Caught on Tape: Organizing Voter 
Fraud, Orchestrating Violence 

Some of the most damning evidence of 
criminal activity by Hillary Clinton and 
her inner circle — including on-camera 
boasting admissions by top Democratic 
Party operatives — was exposed in 2016 
by undercover video reporters for Project 
Veritas, the maverick news organization 
run by James O’Keefe. The explosive 
videos — which were ignored, dismissed, 


or condemned by the mainstream media 
Clinton hacks — featured admissions 
of criminal acts by Bob Creamer, Scott 
Foval, Cesar Vargas, Zulema Rodriguez, 
and Aaron Black, all of whom are veteran 
dirty-deeds strategists, “field generals,” 
or street provocateurs for the Democratic 
National Committee (DNC) and the Hil- 
lary Clinton Campaign. Among the most 
incriminatory statements are confessions 
by these political agents concerning their 
roles in rigging elections through massive 
voter fraud, inciting riots, and orchestrat- 
ing violent confrontations at Republican 
events to discredit and disrupt their oppo- 
nents’ campaigns. 

Scott Foval, head of the Foval Group 
and the national field director for Ameri- 
cans United for Change, a left-wing group 
providing shock troops to the DNC, was 
captured on video by a Project Veritas 
undercover reporter posing as a Demo- 
crat donor seeking help to perpetrate 
voter fraud. Foval bragged: “It’s a very 
easy thing for Republicans to say, ‘Well, 
they’re bussing people in.’ Well, you 
know what? We’ve been bussing people 
in to deal with you f***ing a***holes 
for 50 years and we’re not going to stop 
now.” Foval’s profanity-laced sales pitch 
then got into nitty gritty details about how 
he and his colleagues engage in felonious 
acts to subvert the electoral process. Ac- 
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Criminals-R-Us: Scott Foval, a top-level paid operative of the Hillary Clinton campaign and the 
Democratic National Committee was captured on video bragging of his criminal subversion of the 


electoral process. 


cording to Foval, it “doesn’t matter what 
the friggin’ legal and ethics people say, we 
need to win this motherf***er.” 

New York lawyer Cesar Vargas (who 
is also a Mexican-born illegal alien) has 
been a key DNC operative helping to get 
illegal aliens into the voting stream. He 
tells Project Veritas’ “Democratic donor”: 
“Yeah, and for me I totally get it, this is il- 
legal; this is something that can be done.” 

Scott Foval revels in his criminal ac- 
tivity and proudly explains to the hid- 
den camera how he scripts and organizes 
violent activists to disrupt Republican 
events, and then provides photos and 
video of the staged provocations to 
friendly media to discredit his oppo- 
nents. His highest praise is reserved for 
his mentor (and employer), veteran DNC 
agent Bob Creamer, who runs Democ- 
racy Partners. Foval walked the Project 
Veritas reporter through the Clinton-DNC 
criminal labyrinth: “I am contracted to 
him [Bob Creamer]. But I answer to the 
head of special events for the DNC and 
the head of the special events and the 
political for the campaign.... The [Hill- 
ary Clinton] campaign pays DNC, DNC 
pays Democracy Partners, Democracy 
Partners pays the Foval Group, the Foval 
Group goes and executes the s**t on the 
ground.... We are the primary mechanism 
as a team. Democracy Partners is the tip 
of the spear on that stuff.” 
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Foval’s guru, Creamer, is seen on cam- 
era telling the undercover reporter: “The 
campaign is fully in it.... Hillary knows 
through the chain of command what’s 
going on.” President Obama is certainly 
“fully in it” also, since Creamer, no small 
fry, is on record as having visited the 
Obama White House 342 times! After the 
videos went public, Scott Foval was fired 
by the DNC and Creamer announced he 
is “stepping back” from his work with the 
Hillary Clinton campaign. 

One of the most damning admissions 
comes from Creamer agent Zulema Rod- 
riquez, who is recorded taking credit for 
organizing the March 2016 anti-Trump 
riots in Chicago that resulted in police of- 
ficers being injured and caused Trump to 
cancel his rally. FEC records show she was 
on the Clinton campaign payroll, and she 
tells the Project Veritas reporter she has 
“a call with the campaign and the DNC, 
every day at one o’clock.” She and her em- 
ployers could (and should) be prosecuted 
for felony violation of state and federal 
laws (18 U.S. Code § 2101) against sedi- 
tion and inciting a riot. 


The Podesta-Clinton 

Kiddie-sex, Occult Cesspool 

Just a few days before the November 8 
presidential election, WikiLeaks released 
shocking e-mails from John and Tony Po- 
desta regarding the extremely troubling 


issue of pedophilia/cannibalism/occult/ 
Satanism inside the Clinton-Podesta ring 
of power. One important element in that 
ugly matrix is something called “Spirit 
Cooking,” a euphemism for a vile, occult 
form of “performance art” that, appar- 
ently, is a welcome dinner-party practice 
in the Podesta-Clinton social-political 
circles. 

It involves a “recipe” that requires 
menstrual blood, semen, breast milk, and 
urine. Marina Abramovic, a Serbian “art- 
ist” supported and courted by the Podesta 
brothers, is the most celebrated practi- 
tioner of “Spirit Cooking” on the scene 
today. She is not only a Hillary supporter, 
but is a spiritual/artistic guru to other 
Clinton celebrity endorsers, such as the 
absurdist pop star Lady Gaga. 

Among the latest hacked e-mails from 
WikiLeaks is an “All my love” e-mail 
from Marina Abramovié to Tony Podesta 
on June 28, 2015, asking if he will be at- 
tending the Spirit Cooking dinner at her 
place. And she wants to know if brother 
John will be coming too. Tony passes on 
the e-mail to John. 

Marina Abramovic, an unquenchable 
narcissist, has produced a revolting video 
of her Spirit Cooking (widely available 
online) and has posted many self-portrait 
videos and photos, including images in 
which she frames her face with the horns 
of a bloody goat skull, the symbol of Ba- 
phomet, one of the most common satanic 
images. Other portraits of the “artist” can 
be found online showing her with a mouth- 
ful of live snakes, as well as her signature 
fixation on death, cannibalism, and — in 
general — the lewd, crude, nude, and rude. 
In an apparent self-identification with the 
biblical Antichrist, her Twitter account is 
“@AbramovicM666.” 

The Podesta-Abramovic¢-Spirit Cook- 
ing revelations go beyond mere kinkiness; 
they come on the heels of a long train of 
verified stories that are interrelated, most 
especially regarding criminal activities 
with minors and children. There is, for 
starters, the long-running close relation- 
ship between Bill Clinton and hedge fund 
billionaire (and convicted pedophile) Jef- 
frey Epstein, whose Manhattan mansion 
and private island estate in the Caribbean 
have been the sites for many notorious 
sex parties — especially for Democratic 
politicians, celebrities, and high-end po- 
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litical donors. Flight logs for the mogul’s 
private jet, dubbed the “Lolita Express,” 
show Bill Clinton taking 26 trips. Hillary 
Clinton, reportedly, has also made at least 
six trips to Epstein’s lair, known as “Sex 
Slave Island.” 

Hillary Clinton’s ties to Democratic 
Congressman Anthony Weiner and the 
most recent revelations coming from 
his computer underscore the fact that at 
the highest levels of power in Washing- 
ton, D.C., top officials of both parties 
for many years have been winking at 
the criminal sexual exploitation of chil- 
dren by politicians and their high-placed 
friends. Only rarely do the offenses leak 
out in a way that ends up with prosecu- 
tion of the powerful, as in the case of 
Republican Speaker of the House Dennis 
Hastert, a serial abuser of teenage boys. 
But as we have reported, Hastert was just 
the tip of the iceberg. 

Related to this same subject matter are 
hacked WikiLeaks e-mails between Hil- 
lary Clinton and her then-top aide Cheryl 
Mills regarding one Laura Silsby, who was 
arrested and charged with child abduction 
and child trafficking in Haiti, after the 
island was devastated by a hurricane in 
January 2010. Silsby and nine oth- 
ers, posing as missionaries for a non- 
existent Christian orphanage, were 
apprehended by authorities while 
attempting to take a busload of Hai- 
tian children off the island. Silsby’s 
attorney was convicted felon Jorge 
Torres Puello, who, at the time, was 
a fugitive from U.S. authorities for 
alien smuggling. Thanks to interces- 
sion by Secretary of State Hillary 
Clinton and former President Bill 
Clinton, Laura Silsby’s charges were 
reduced and she was allowed to leave 
Haiti with time served. 

Some analysts and critics have 
suggested that Silsby was kidnap- 
ping the Haitian children to be sold 
to child sex rings. The evidence we 
have seen thus far does not prove that 
claim — but, at the very least, it must 
be seriously investigated, in light of 
the evidence available and the global 
crisis in child sex trafficking. 


secured e-mail account, hrod17@clin- 
tonemail.com, Hillary Rodham Clinton 
clearly violated Title 18 U.S. Code § 798 
(“Unauthorized Disclosure of Classified 
Information”) by sharing war plans in 
Iraq from U.S. and Western intelligence 
sources. “It’s unquestionably an OPSEC 
[operations security] violation,” Dr. John 
Schindler, a former NSA analyst and 
national security expert, told The Daily 
Caller News Foundation regarding the 
e-mail transmission. Clinton even be- 
gins her message to Podesta, who does 
not have security clearance, with this ad- 
visory: “Note: Sources include Western 
intelligence, US intelligence and sources 
in the region.” Thus, it would seem that, 
unless she flunked “Government 101” 
and “National Security for Dummies,” 
hrod17 knowingly violated U.S. law and 
willfully jeopardized national security. 
And this is but one of many similar vio- 
lations exposed by WikiLeaks and other 
sources. 

Moreover, State Department e-mails 
that a federal court ordered released to Ju- 
dicial Watch confirm that not only Clinton, 
but also her former top aides at State (and 
current campaign advisors) Huma Abedin 


Calling all demons: John Podesta’s “Spirit Cooking” 


Endangering National Security 
In her August 17, 2014 e-mail to 
John Podesta from her private, un- 
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dinner with occult art diva Marina Abramovic, shown here 
with a satanic goat’s head, opened a window into a very 
dark side of Clintonworld. 


and Jake Sullivan illegally sent classified 
material via private e-mail accounts. 


Saudi, Qatari Funding for ISIL/ISIS, 
Clinton Foundation 

In her August 17, 2014 security-violat- 
ing e-mail to John Podesta (cited above), 
Clinton includes an intelligence memo 
that states the governments of our “allies” 
Saudi Arabia and Qatar are funding the 
terrorist group ISIS/ISIL, our declared 
enemies. According to Clinton’s e-mail, 
“The governments of Qatar and Saudi 
Arabia ... are providing clandestine fi- 
nancial and logistic support to ISIL and 
other radical Sunni groups in the region.” 
This admission by the former secretary 
of state had never been acknowledged 
by Clinton in her official capacity, nei- 
ther had any other U.S. official made 
such a claim publicly, although the Saudi 
funding of ISIS/ISIL has been widely 
accepted as a well-known fact. Never- 
theless, the Clinton Foundation has ac- 
cepted more than $10 million from the 
Saudi government since it was set up in 
1997. And a Clinton Foundation e-mail 
of April 16, 2012 revealed that Qatar had 
given a William Jefferson Clinton a “$1 
million check that Qatar promised 
for WJC’s birthday in 2011.” 


Clinton Foundation Ties to Iran 
On January 27, 2016, Dennis Cheng, 
the finance director of Hillary Clin- 
ton’s presidential campaign, sent an 
e-mail to Clinton Foundation con- 
tributor Michael Bronfein and John 
Podesta expressing concern about 
the foundation’s cozy relationship 
with the “National Iranian American 
Council (NIAC), a notorious group 
with links to the Iranian regime.” 
Cheng, whom the pro-Clinton Daily 
Beast called “Hillary Clinton’s $2 
Billion Money Man,” was con- 
cerned that a California fundraiser 
with Chelsea Clinton at the home of 
an NIAC official, Michael Chegini, 
“should worry Hillary’s pro-Israel 
backers.” Cheng writes: 


“The Clintons never miss an op- 
portunity to put money ahead of 
principle,” a spokesman for the 
Republican Jewish Coalition told 
me. “They should know better 
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Thug-funder Soros: Billionaire George Soros is not only one of the biggest funders of Bill and 
Hillary Clinton, but also a major funder of the “activists” who riot and carry out criminal acts 


against Donald Trump. 


than raising money from folks whose 
primary concern has been supporting 
the NIAC — a notorious supporter 
of the Radical Islamic Mullahs in 
Iran. Instead as is always the case, 
the Clintons have thrown principle 
out the window in exchange for cold 
hard cash.” 


Cheng appears to be only concerned about 
the impact that the Clintons’ ties to the Ira- 
nian regime will have on raising money 
from Jews and supporters of Israel. Mil- 
lions of Americans, no doubt, will also 
be more concerned about what those ties 
mean for our nation’s security, as well as 
what they say about the Clinton Crime 
Family’s corruption of our entire political 
system. 


The Corruption Goes On and On 
The examples cited above are far from a 
complete itemized account of the myriad 
corrupt and criminal acts that call out for 
justice. Among the dozens (if not hun- 
dreds) of additional lawless acts of Hillary 
Rodham Clinton and the Clinton cartel 
that demand investigation and exposure 
(if not prosecution) are: 

¢ Rigging the presidential debates: 
WikiLeaks e-mails showed Democratic 
National Committee Chair (and CNN com- 
mentator) Donna Brazile helping Hillary 
Rodham Clinton cheat by providing debate 
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questions (which are supposed to be se- 
questered) ahead of time. The revelations 
forced CNN to sever ties with Brazile. 

* Clinton ties to George Soros and the 
thugs, riot-makers he funds: WikiLeaks 
e-mails show communications between 
billionaire globalist George Soros and 
top Clinton staff members John Podesta, 
Robby Mook, and Huma Abedin. On Oc- 
tober 7, 2014, Abedin writes to Mook, 
saying Secretary Hillary “is having dinner 
with George Soros tonight,” and Soros 
wants to know if she will be able to at- 
tend a fundraising dinner at his home in 
December for America Votes, a left-wing 
coalition effort he funds. Mook responds, 
“T would only do this for political reasons 
(ie to make Soros happy).” 

« Implementing Soros globalist agenda 
as official U.S. policy: WikiLeaks e-mails 
show Soros contacting Secretary Clinton 
to direct U.S. policy responses overseas, 
as for instance a Soros message regarding 
“Unrest in Albania,” where he has funded 
“protesters” and faux grassroots political 
organizations. 

* Advocating and implementing “open 
borders” for Europe and the United States: 
In a WikiLeaks-disclosed speech to Latin 
American bankers, Hillary stated: “My 
dream is a hemispheric common market, 
with open trade and open borders.” She 
has supported every effort to break down 
borders in the United States and in Europe, 


including support for amnesty for illegal 
aliens and huge increases in acceptance of 
Muslim “refugees,” which she has pub- 
licly admitted cannot be vetted against 
security concerns. 

¢ Hillary and Bill Clinton pushing 
“open borders” agenda for Clinton 
funder George Soros: Billionaire George 
Soros, along with his sons and his foun- 
dations, have poured millions of dollars 
into the Clintons’ political campaigns and 
the Clinton foundations. Secretary Clin- 
ton supported German Chancellor Angela 
Merkel’s disastrous refugee/migrant plan 
for Europe, which was designed by Soros 
agent Gerald Knaus. When Hungary and 
Poland took back control of their borders, 
they were blasted by Bill Clinton. Hun- 
garian Prime Minister Vicktor Orban, 
well aware of the Soros network’s hand 
in the “migration movement,” noted that 
“although the mouth belongs to Clinton, 
the voice belongs to Soros.” 

* Attempting to bribe the FBI to change 
classified e-mails: FBI documents ob- 
tained by Judicial Watch under FOIA 
show Undersecretary of State Patrick Ken- 
nedy, a top lieutenant to Hillary Clinton, 
attempting to “bribe” or arm-twist the FBI 
into changing the classification of Hill- 
ary’s e-mails and putting “immense pres- 
sure” on State Department employees to 
rush the review process, to relieve Clinton 
of the e-mail security violation charges. 

* Colluding with Department of Justice 
(DOJ) to subvert investigation: WikiLeaks 
e-mails disclose that Hillary Clinton’s 
staff was coordinating with the Obama 
DOJ regarding the DOJ’s “investigation” 
of Clinton’s illegal use of a private server 
to send classified material by e-mail. On 
June 29, 2016, Attorney General Loretta 
Lynch met on a private plane with Bill 
Clinton, just hours before the House Select 
Committee on Benghazi released its final 
report to the public. 

The Clinton crime and corruption 
chronicle goes on and on. There will be 
a mighty chorus of partisans that will de- 
nounce any investigation and prosecution 
of these malefactions as purely politi- 
cal vengeance. However, failing to do so 
would be a crime against justice — and 
would be a guarantee that political corrup- 
tion would multiply and that corrupt poli- 
ticians would act with even more blatant 
impunity and brazenness. Ml 
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On Trump’s Coattails 


Media talking heads repeatedly said before the election that Republicans who ascribed to 
Trump’s views were doomed. They were wrong. Now Trumpites are set to begin changes. 


by Christian Gomez 


the election, including the morning 

thereof, the mainstream media, pun- 
dits, and so-called political experts alike 
were already crowning Hillary Clinton the 
nation’s first female president. And with 
this expected historic achievement, Demo- 
crats would be swept into office, captur- 
ing control of Congress, thus ensuring the 
Democratic president-elect an unquestion- 
able mandate to govern, similar to 2008. 
Serendipitously, however, the mainstream 
media, like the vast majority of its scien- 


[: the weeks and days leading up to 
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tific polling, were proven wrong, as they 
underestimated the countless millions of 
voters in rural middle America longing 
for change from the progressive globalist 
status quo. 

Donald Trump’s name on top of the bal- 
lot did not prove to be the hazardous li- 
ability for the Republican Party that many 
in the liberal media claimed it would be. 
In fact, many Republicans were likely 
reelected to Congress on the coattails of 
Donald Trump because, historically, con- 
gressional Republicans don’t fair well dur- 
ing presidential election years. 

Incumbent GOP Senators Marco Rubio 


New faces: New Republican and Democratic 
members of the incoming 115th Congress 
stand on the steps of Capitol Hill. 


of Florida and Rob Portman of Ohio were 
reelected to the Senate, easily defeating 
their Democratic opponents in what were 
expected to be close elections and possible 
turnovers for the Democrats. In Wiscon- 
sin, where all of the state’s internal polling 
predicted Democrat Russ Feingold win- 
ning, incumbent Republican Senator Ron 
Johnson surprisingly won with 1,470,262 
votes, more than 50 percent of the vote. 


Bye Now for the RINOs 

Ironically, Republicans who distanced 
themselves most from Trump performed 
worst of all, including a few notable high- 
profile GOP incumbents. In New Hamp- 
shire, Democrat Governor Maggie Hassan 
narrowly defeated so-called moderate Re- 
publican U.S. Senator Kelly Ayotte, who 
had previously withdrawn her support for 
Donald Trump. Senator Ayotte not only 
distanced herself from Trump, but from 
some of his proposed popular policies, 
such as controlling immigration. Ayotte, 
who maintains a lackluster 61-percent 
score on THE NEW AMERICAN’S “Freedom 
Index,” which measures the fidelity of 
congressmen to the Constitution based 
upon their votes in either the House or 
Senate, was notable in her support of Pres- 
ident Obama’s unconstitutional executive 
order granting “deferred action” (aka am- 
nesty) to an estimated four to five million 
illegal aliens in the United States. Over a 
third of her votes in the Senate have been 
against the Constitution and/or in favor 
of various policy positions advocated by 
both President Obama and the Democratic 
Party. 

In Illinois, another “moderate” Repub- 
lican Senator, Mark Kirk, who previously 
called Trump “too bigoted and racist” to be 
president and went so far as to call for an 
“emergency replacement” of Trump as the 
GOP nominee, was overwhelmingly de- 
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feated in his reelection bid by Democratic 
Congresswoman Tammy Duckworth. Sen- 
ator-elect Duckworth received more than 
54 percent of the vote, compared to Kirk’s 
40 percent. Senator Kirk’s liberal-leaning 
35-percent score on the Freedom Index is 
the lowest of any Republican currently in 
the Senate. 

In the House of Representatives, where 
Republicans managed to retain the major- 
ity, only a handful of seats, mostly those 
held by yet more “moderate” Republi- 
cans who also distanced themselves from 
Trump, were lost to the Democrats. Illi- 
nois Republican Congressman Bob Dold, 
who repeatedly denounced Trump dur- 
ing the campaign and refused to vote for 
him, lost his reelection to Democrat Brad 
Schneider. Dold maintains a dismal Free- 
dom Index score of 42 percent. 

In Florida, 12-term GOP Congressman 
John Mica, who maintains a lackluster 
Freedom Index score of 57 percent, lost 
his reelection bid to Democrat challenger 


Stephanie Murphy, the first Vietnamese- 
American woman elected to Congress. 
Also in Florida, incumbent freshman Re- 
publican Congressman David Jolly, who 
holds an unimpressive Freedom Index 
score of 55 percent, was defeated by for- 
mer Republican governor-turned-Demo- 
crat Charlie Crist. 

Although Trump won the presidential 
election, he will be going to Washington 
with fewer of the moderate Republicans 
whose votes have typically deviated from 
the Constitution and allowed for much of 
President Obama and the Democratic Par- 
ty’s liberal, unconstitutional, big-govern- 
ment agenda to proceed unchecked. De- 
spite a few Democratic gains in Congress, 
the overall results of this election offer 
hope, as we shall discuss further below, to 
constitutionalists and liberty-minded en- 
thusiasts who seek to undo the damage of 
the last eight-plus years, return to smaller 
government, and promote stricter adher- 
ence to the Constitution. 


The Liberty Caucus wolf pack is back: Constitutionalist Congressmen Thomas Massie (R-Ky.) 
and Justin Amash (R-Mich.) and Senator Rand Paul (R-Ky.) were each reelected with large 
pluralities and vowed to continue fighting for more liberty and less government intrusion. 
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Constitutionalists Reelected 
Following the announcement of Trump’s 
victory, newly reelected libertarian- 
leaning Republican Congressman Justin 
Amash optimistically tweeted: “Con- 
gratulations to President-elect @real- 
DonaldTrump. Let’s work together to 
defend liberty, the Rule of Law, and the 
Constitution.” Amash’s tweet encapsu- 
lates the aspirations of millions who de- 
fied the establishment on election day, 
sending Trump to the White House with 
a Republican-majority to Congress to get 
the job done. The stakes for liberty are 
high for the incoming 115th Congress, as 
it is expected to roll back ObamaCare and 
much of the rest of the regulatory state, as 
well as chart a new course on the world 
stage in which a less-interventionist 
America-first foreign policy trumps both 
neoconservative and progressive shades 
of internationalism. 

However, none of this will happen 
without a constitutionalist-leaning Con- 
gress. Fortunately, all incumbents with a 
Freedom Index score of 80 percent and 
greater were reelected. Among those con- 
stitutionalists to return to Congress next 
year are: 

¢ Justin Amash, who was reelected to 
a fourth consecutive term to represent 
Michigan’s Third Congressional Dis- 
trict. An ideological heir to former Texas 
Congressman Ron Paul, who typically 
garnered a 100-percent score on the Free- 
dom Index, Amash maintains an impres- 
sive 93-percent score and is the chairman 
of the House Liberty Caucus. Amash was 
reelected with 59 percent of the vote over 
Democrat Douglas Smith, who only re- 
ceived 38 percent; 

¢« Thomas Massie, whose impeccable 
constitutionalist voting record has gar- 
nered him a 98-percent score on the 
Freedom Index (currently the highest 
of any member in Congress). He was 
overwhelmingly reelected in Kentucky’s 
Fourth Congressional District with a 
landslide 71-29 percent over Democratic 
nominee Calvin Sidle. Although Massie 
initially supported Rand Paul in his presi- 
dential bid before he dropped out, he 
told the Washington Examiner in an in- 
terview that he would be casting his vote 
for Trump. When asked to explain his 
endorsement of Trump, Massie replied, 
“Well, he’s better than 90 percent of the 
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Backing an outsider: Congressman Ratil Labrador (R-Idaho), seen here to the right of Donald 
Trump, Jr., was an early supporter of Ted Cruz’s presidential bid but went on to campaign heavily 
for Trump. Labrador’s 90-percent Freedom Index score is the third highest in the House of 


Representatives. 


congressmen I serve with.” Massie fur- 
ther elaborated, “He’s not owned. Nobody 
owns him. That rules out a lot of them,” 
and “he’s got real business experience”; 

¢ Rand Paul, ophthalmologist and 
freshman senator from Kentucky, who 
was easily reelected 57-43 percent over 
Democratic candidate and Lexington 
Mayor Jim Gray. With a 93-percent rat- 
ing on the Freedom Index, Paul has the 
highest score in the Senate. In his victory 
speech, Paul vowed to his supporters, 
“Regardless of who wins the presidency, 
I will not be a rubberstamp for a liberal 
Supreme Court nominee.” The following 
morning, after Trump was announced the 
winner, Paul optimistically predicted on 
MSNBC’s Morning Joe, “I think we’re 
going to spend the first month passing re- 
peal of Obama regulations and they will 
be signed by Trump. So, I think there will 
be a half a dozen regulations repealed in 
the first week of Congress and this is 
something I’m excited to do”; 

¢ Mike Lee, of Utah, whose Freedom 
Index score of 92 percent is the second 
highest in the Senate and who defeated 
Democratic nominee Misty K. Snow, the 
first transgendered person nominated by 
the Democratic Party for the Senate. Lee 
overwhelmingly won, with 68 percent of 
the vote compared to Snow’s 27 percent; 

¢ Raul Labrador, a Puerto Rican and 
ranked one of “Newsmax ’s 50 Most In- 
fluential Latino Republicans” in 2016, 
who easily won reelection to Idaho’s First 
Congressional District 68-32 percent over 
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Democratic nominee James Piotrowski. 
Labrador’s 90-percent Freedom Index 
score is one of the highest in the House of 
Representatives. A staunch constitution- 
alist and member of the House Liberty 
Caucus, Labrador told supporters on the 
night of the election as election results 
were still coming in, “The establishment 
has been repudiated”; 

¢ Incumbent freshman congressman 
and former economics professor Dr. 
Dave Brat, who won reelection 58-42 
percent in Virginia’s Seventh Congres- 
sional District, defeating Democratic 
nominee Eileen Bedell. In 2014, Brat 
defeated then-incumbent House Repub- 
lican Majority Leader Eric Cantor in the 
GOP primary before going on to win in 
the general election. With a notably high 
Freedom Index score of 90 percent, Brat 
has distinguished himself from his GOP 
establishment predecessor on budget, fis- 
cal restraint, immigration, and trade; and 

¢ Alex Mooney, another stalwart de- 
fender of the Constitution and freshman 
congressman, who also won reelection 
58-42 percent in West Virginia’s Second 
Congressional District, defeating Demo- 
cratic nominee Mark Hunt. From fighting 
against ObamaCare, ObamaTrade, and 
hazardous environmental regulations that 
have cost millions of coal-mining jobs in 
West Virginia, to passionately fighting 
for the rights of the unborn and defend- 
ing religious liberty, Mooney’s first term 
in the House has been one of impeccable 
constitutional conservative credentials. 


High Expectations 


President Trump’s success in terms of re- 
ducing government and repealing regula- 
tions and ObamaCare will be largely due 
to the efforts of constitutionalists such as 
Mooney, Brat, Labrador, Lee, Paul, Mas- 
sie, and Amash. 

Prior to election day, the House of 
Representatives of the current 114th Con- 
gress, which will remain in service until 
January 3, 2017, at which time the new 
115th Congress will be sworn in, had a 
total of 246 Republican seats compared to 
the Democrats’ 186 and three additional 
vacancies. Unless the incoming Trump 
administration taps any Republican mem- 
bers of Congress for positions in the ad- 
ministration, or some other unforeseen 
incident occurs, the incoming 115th Con- 
gress is expected to have 239 Republicans 
and 192 Democrats with zero vacancies. 

In the Senate, where Republicans held 
a majority with 54 seats compared to the 
Democrats’ 44, with two independents who 
caucus with the Democrats, Democrats 
only gained two seats (in Illinois and New 
Hampshire) and will remain in the minority 
in the next Congress. Because of election 
laws in the state of Louisiana, the Senate 
race between Republican John Neely Ken- 
nedy and Democrat Foster Campbell will 
be determined by a runoff election sched- 
uled for December 10, 2016. Even if Camp- 
bell is successful, Republicans will still re- 
tain their majority, though barely. 

Although all leadership positions for the 
new Congress have yet to be determined, 
one change in leadership that is already 
known is that of Senate minority leader. 
Senate Minority Leader Harry Reid (D- 
Nev.) announced his retirement and did 
not run for reelection. Democrats retained 
Nevada’s Senate seat: It was won by in- 
coming junior Senator-elect Catherine 
Cortez Masto (D-Nev.), the first Latina 
elected to the Senate. Democrat Senator 
Chuck Schumer of New York will take 
over for Reid as minority leader. One bit 
of encouraging news from the new incom- 
ing minority leader was Schumer’s recent 
remark to the AFL-CIO Executive Coun- 
cil, following the results of the election, 
in which he said that President Obama’s 
signature TPP agreement is virtually dead 
because Congress will not ratify it. 

This area, where most Democrats agree 
with President-elect Trump, is one of the 
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few where Democrats are likely to align 
with the new president politically. For the 
most part, Schumer will be leading an em- 
battled opposition Democratic Party that 
is currently divided over Hillary Clinton’s 
loss. Only their fierce opposition to Trump 
and a desire to expand their liberal, un- 
constitutional, big-government agenda is 
likely to unite them, but with little chance 
of advancing any of their major legislative 
proposals in the next two to four years. 
Despite moderate gains by the Demo- 
crats in both the House and Senate, Repub- 
lican majorities in Congress, along with 
the incoming, new Trump administration, 
offers a major opportunity for Republicans 
to enact new or repeal previous legislation 
in Congress without the obstruction of a 
liberal progressive Democratic president 
threatening to invoke a veto. Republicans 
will have little excuse to not make good on 
their campaign promises: addressing the 
fiscal crisis, balancing the budget, cutting 
both taxes and spending, and repealing 
ObamaCare, or at the very least, the most 
onerous aspects of it, such as the individu- 
al health-insurance mandate and the Inde- 
pendent Payment Advisory Board (IPAB), 
otherwise known as the “death panel.” 
Senate Majority Leader Mitch McCon- 
nell (R-Ky.) indicated that Congress would 
likely not waste any time in passing a re- 
peal of ObamaCare. “It’s pretty high on our 


agenda as you know. I would be shocked if 
we didn’t move forward and keep our com- 
mitment to the American people,” McCo- 
nnell said. According to unnamed sources 
reported by CNN, “House and Senate GOP 
leaders are considering a novel and compli- 
cated approach to the budget reconciliation 
process that would allow Congress to act 
very soon after they are sworn-in in early 
January to repeal large sections of the Af- 
fordable Care Act.” 

A full and singular repeal of the A fford- 
able Care Act (i.e., ObamaCare) would 
normally take many months, and with- 
out a 60-seat supermajority in the Sen- 
ate, a repeal vote would be susceptible 
to a filibuster from Democrats. Such a 
budget reconciliation process would en- 
able Republicans to begin repealing large 
portions of ObamaCare related to taxation 
and spending with a simple majority vote, 
which the Republicans will easily be able 
to accomplish along party lines, supposing 
the Senate parliamentarian does not road- 
block such efforts. 

There is also strong support in the House 
from Speaker Paul Ryan (R-Wis.) to repeal 
and replace President Obama’s signature 
health insurance law. “Obamacare is fail- 
ing. It must be replaced. We’re going to 
do that. We’re excited about it.... We can 
fix what is broken in health care without 
breaking what is working in health care,” 


Old face, fresh vitriol: Senator 
sy Chuck Schumer (D-N.Y.) will 

: replace outgoing Senator Harry 
Reid (D-Nev.), who retired, as 
Senate minority leader for the 
Democrats in the incoming 
115th Congress. 
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Ryan said following the election. The big- 
gest issue with repealing ObamaCare in 
Congress is what will replace it. Will Re- 
publicans repeal it in its entirety, will they 
go further and repeal previous regulatory 
measures preventing health insurance com- 
panies from selling insurance across state 
lines, or will they repeal only bits of Obam- 
aCare and retain other large portions? De- 
spite whispers in all directions, it remains to 
be seen what the next Congress, along with 
President Trump, will do. 

In terms of trade, President Trump will 
have the same trade promotion author- 
ity Congress granted to Obama in 2015, 
allowing him renegotiate existing trade 
deals or negotiate new ones. Trump’s 
staunch opposition to the TPP and sup- 
port for Brexit in the U.K. suggests Con- 
gress will likely not approve TPP and/or 
the Transatlantic Trade and Investment 
Partnership, the negotiations of which the 
Obama administration and European lead- 
ers have yet to conclude. 

Congress may work out or approve re- 
forms to the North American Free Trade 
Agreement (NAFTA), which Trump has 
also been highly critical of on the campaign 
trail, calling it “one of the worst deals ever 
made of any kind signed by anybody.” In 
the final months and weeks of the cam- 
paign, Trump had called for renegotiating 
NAFTA. Canadian Prime Minister Justin 
Trudeau announced he would be willing 
to renegotiate with Trump. “If the Ameri- 
cans want to talk about NAFTA, I’m more 
than happy to talk about it,” Trudeau said. 

Despite the challenges that lie ahead 
for the new 115th Congress, the election 
of Trump, backed by a Republican con- 
gressional majority that includes a good 
number of constitutionalists, offers what is 
likely to be the best opportunity in a long 
time for constitutionalists and liberty advo- 
cates alike to positively address issues such 
as illegal immigration, trade agreements, 
and spending. If such positive changes take 
place, whether or not they remain perma- 
nent will largely depend on the long-term 
education of the electorate about the issues 
and the Constitution. Although it was a 
largely frustrated electorate that repudiat- 
ed and defeated the establishment this past 
election, it is only an informed electorate 
that can ensure America returns to less gov- 
ernment, more responsibility, and — with 
God’s help — a better world. Hf 
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COMMUNISTIC DEMOCRACY 


In a democracy, a simple majority of the populace can persecute a minority, much in the 
same way communists persecuted malcontents. And America is becoming democratic. 
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by Fr. James Thornton 


The Demon in Democracy: Totalitarian 
Temptations in Free Societies, by Ryszard 
Legutko, New York, New York: Encounter 
Books, 2016, 182 pages, hardcover. 


Founding Fathers of this country 

were against the notion of democ- 
racy. Some spoke of democracy’s pen- 
chant for chaos and for destroying itself 
through economic folly. Some noted that, 
more often than not, democracy leads to 
tyranny. For example, Thomas Jefferson 
warned, “Democracy is nothing more 
than mob rule, where fifty-one percent of 
the people may take away the rights of 
the other forty-nine percent.” Similarly, 
Gouverneur Morris wrote, “We have seen 
the tumults of democracy terminate, in 
France, as they have everywhere termi- 
nated, in despotism.” 


[: is well known that many of the 
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These quotations will shock some 
Americans who have been told endlessly 
that the United States is a “democracy” 
when, in reality, it was founded as a limit- 
ed republic. Is there a difference? There is 
a substantial difference in that in a democ- 
racy, the passing whims of a majority can 
become law. Ina limited republic, the ma- 
jority is restrained by a constitution that 
protects the rights of all citizens. Thus, if 
a majority decides that it wishes to con- 
fiscate the firearms of all honest citizens 
so that only criminals and the government 
are armed, the Constitution makes that ex- 
ceedingly difficult, if not impossible. 

The author of the present volume, Pro- 
fessor Ryszard Legutko, lived and suffered 
under the communist system imposed on 
his country, Poland, in the wake of the 
Second World War. During the 1980s, he 
joined the anti-communist resistance and 
was an editor of its underground periodi- 
cal. With the ending of the communist re- 
gime in Poland, the author held high hopes 
that his country would become truly free. 
For that reason he served as minister of 
education and deputy speaker of the Sen- 
ate. He currently teaches philosophy and 
political theory at the Jagellonian Univer- 
sity of Krakow. 

Although expecting a dawning of gen- 
uine liberty, Professor Legutko came to 
recognize over time that the system in- 
stalled after the collapse of communism, 
and especially after Poland joined the Eu- 
ropean Union, was rapidly evolving into 
the very antithesis of liberty. Much to his 
disappointment, he discovered that there 
was a good deal about liberal democracy 
that closely resembled the hated com- 
munist system of the past. For example, 
both communism and liberal democracy 
engage in social engineering, the forced 
reshaping of individual persons into doc- 
ile subjects; both advocate the banning of 
ideas with which they disagree; and both 
are against the type of unregulated free- 
dom of speech that we Americans enjoy. 
The difference between communism and 


liberal democracy, generally speaking, has 
to do with how the restrictions on one’s 
freedoms are applied. 

Under communism, open opposition 
results in anything from a lengthy period 
in a concentration camp to execution, the 
last reserved for particularly obstreperous 
opponents. Repression in a liberal de- 
mocracy is less violent, and may include 
such things as the loss of one’s livelihood, 
blacklisting, ridicule in the mass media, 
public harassment of oneself and one’s 
family members, and, in some cases, legal 
action resulting in substantial fines and 
jail sentences. Those threats, under both 
communism and liberal democracy, tend 
to persuade most people to “go with the 
flow.” Hence, liberal democracy “tends 
to enslave people’s minds,” the author re- 
marks, through its coercive methods, just 
as did communism. A good example is 
“political correctness” — everyone laughs 
at its absurdities, but nearly everyone rig- 
orously obeys its dictates, primarily out 
of fear, since to defend one’s personal be- 
liefs, even about basic morality, can land 
one in a heap of serious and very costly 
difficulties. 

There are other connections between 
communism and liberal democracy as 
well. One of these is the extensive politi- 
cization of society. Under communism, 
all of the interactions within a society are 
based on the theory of class warfare or, 
to put it another way, of warfare between 
“progressives” and “reactionaries.” Lib- 
eral democracy expands this concept to 
include not only class, but also race, gen- 
der, and anything else that can be used to 
promote the acquisition of more power by 
liberal politicians and unelected bureau- 
crats. “Multiculturalism,” the professor 
writes, “an idea that has become extreme- 
ly popular in recent decades, is nothing 
more than a program to build a society in 
which there exist not many cultures, but 
political identities attached to many real 
or, more often, imagined collectives.... It 
has little to do with a defense of the rich 
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fabric of societies and their historically 
constituted communities, but should be 
rather seen as a program of politicization 
of certain groups that could radically 
change the fabric of society.” Moreover, 
the apparent commitment to the defense 
of the rights of various groups is in actu- 
ality a gigantic hoax. It is not the mem- 
bers of these groups that count, but the 
rigid adherence of the members of the 
groups to the leftist ideology. Anyone 
opposing that ideology, he notes, “is the 
enemy, a sellout, and a traitor. A black 
American who condemns the absurdity of 
African-Americanism, regardless of his 
virtues and achievements, is considered 
... a traitor to his race. A woman who re- 
jects feminism for its crude and destruc- 
tive ideological content is a traitor to the 
sisterhood.” 

There is yet another aspect to the close 
similarity between communism and lib- 
eral democracy. Under communism, 
simply to be accused of adherence to a 
“reactionary” point of view is, by itself, 
proof of guilt. The author comments that 
to try to argue that the “reactionary” point 
of view is in conformity with reality and 
not necessarily bad and that the commu- 
nist outlook is not necessarily good, sim- 
ply proves the guilt of the accused. The 
only way to save oneself is to admit one’s 
guilt and beg for mercy, which is seldom 
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granted. Today, if one is accused of, for 
instance, “homophobia,” the mere fact of 
the accusation allows no effective reply. 
As the author points out, “To defend one- 
self by saying that homosexual and het- 
erosexual unions are not equal, even if 
supported by most persuasive arguments, 
only confirms the charge of homophobia 
because the charge itself is never a matter 
of discussion.” The same is true also if 
one is charged with “racism” or “sexism.” 
In much of Europe, and in Canada, many 
of these charges can lead to heavy fines 
and jail sentences. Those who oppose 
the left-leaning agenda are often made to 
attend “re-education” classes, a process 
that under communism was called “brain- 
washing.” Of course, we still have a Con- 
stitution and Bill of Rights to protect us 
somewhat from these horrors. However, 
with an ever more radical Supreme Court, 
which “interprets” the most bizarre things 
into its reading of our Constitution, it 
may be only a matter of time before our 
precious protections become sweet mem- 
ories of the past. 

The author also presents some enlight- 
ening passages about forms of govern- 
ment. In the ancient world, philosophers 
spoke of three forms of government: 
monarchy, rule by one man; oligarchy 
or aristocracy, rule by an elite minority; 
and democracy, majority rule. He writes, 


“They regarded each of them as good 
in some aspects and deficient in others. 
Each system, then, while being superior 
to the alternatives, was also inferior to 
them. For example, the advantage of the 
monarchy was that it simplified the deci- 
sion-making process and gave it greater 
consistency; its disadvantage, among 
other things, was the danger of tyranny. 
The advantage of oligarchy [or aristoc- 
racy] was its educational elitism and its 
disadvantage a possible subordination of 
the public interest to that of a minority 
group. The advantage of democracy was 
its representativeness and its disadvan- 
tages anarchy and factionalism.” The au- 
thor then goes on to explain the solution 
to the dilemma — a mixture of the three, 
taking elements from each that “would 
foster the advantages and neutralize the 
disadvantages of the others.... When Ci- 
cero referred to this mixed regime, he 
used the name ‘res publica.’ This was the 
beginning of a very important republican 
tradition in Western civilization.” That, 
as we noted earlier, was what was intend- 
ed by the Founders of our country — a 
mixed regime, a republic, and definitely 
not a democracy, the latter being for them 
an object of extreme dread. 

Should current trends continue, we will 
soon enter fully into an Orwellian era in 
which our cherished rights evaporate like 
the morning dew in the summertime. Al- 
ready, there are threats by the government 
to prosecute “climate-change deniers,” that 
is, those who disagree that changes in our 
climate patterns are man-made. Regarding 
opposition to abortion by many religious 
groups, Hillary Clinton has said publicly 
that “deep-seated cultural codes, religious 
beliefs and structural biases have to be 
changed,” by which she obviously means 
forced to change! And speaking of force, 
a spokesman for same-sex “marriage” has 
demanded that churches be made “to take 
homosexuality off the sin list.” 

Professor Legutko has written a devas- 
tating critique of liberal democracy and 
its totalitarian aims, but his book is much 
more than that. It is also a critique of the 
revolutionary turn taken by the West in 
the mid-1960s, which laid the ground- 
work for the barbarity and coarseness 
of contemporary life, and for the West’s 
current quick march into liberal democ- 
racy’s brave new world. 
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Credit the 
Electoral College? 


Now that this year’s presidential election 
has delivered the Oval Office to maverick 
Republican Donald Trump, liberals — 
who customarily cheer what they call “the 
democratic process,” as long as it gives the 
results that they want — have suddenly dis- 
covered the oft-maligned Electoral College. 
Hoping against hope for delivery from the 
Republican apocalypse, liberal pundits and 
wrathful extremists on university campuses 
alike are petitioning the Electoral College 
to set aside the preference of the unwashed 
masses on December 19, when the electors 
meet to actually elect the president. 

Of course, most Americans think the 
presidential election is over, that the Voice 
of the People delivered its verdict on elec- 
tion day. For all other national, state, and 
local offices, it has indeed. But for the 
top ballot item, the presidential ticket, the 
popular vote has done nothing more than 
express a preference. The Electoral Col- 
lege will elect the president. 

In recent history, the Electoral College 
has been possibly the most vilified insti- 
tution defined by our Constitution. Many 
prominent political leaders have called for 
its abolition, including former presidential 
candidate Michael Dukakis, who declared 
to Politico.com a few days after Donald 
Trump’s presidential win that it was time 
to move to a more democratic system for 
choosing the president. “Hillary won this 
election, and when the votes are all count- 
ed, by what will likely be more than a mil- 
lion votes,” Dukakis fulminated. “So how 
come she isn’t going to the White House in 
January? Because of an anachronistic Elec- 
toral College system which should have 
been abolished 150 years ago.” Democrats 
were singing a similar tune after the elec- 
tion of 2000, in which Al Gore received 
more popular votes than George W. Bush, 
yet failed to win the presidency because of 
Electoral College math. So why not abolish 
the Electoral College and elect future presi- 
dents by a simple majority popular vote? 

The Electoral College in its original form 
was spelled out in Article II, Section 1 of the 
U.S. Constitution (although only “electors” 
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are mentioned; the term “Electoral College” 
did not become current until the 19th cen- 
tury, and is somewhat misleading, as the 
“College” never meets together as a body, 
but instead is constituted of separate elec- 
toral conferences in each state). According 
to the Constitution, the states may choose 
electors however they wish, although in 
practice, states have opted for a system of 
“pledged electors” in a winner-take-all sys- 
tem, who cast their votes for whomever the 
majority in their state votes for. States are 
apportioned electors according to the num- 
ber of senators and representatives. This 
means that every state has at least three elec- 
toral votes (for two senators and at least one 
representative), and more populous states, 
with correspondingly larger numbers of rep- 
resentatives, have more. Thus the Electoral 
College system includes both a popular 
and a state component; electoral clout does 
depend on the size of the electorate (and 
hence, the number of votes cast) — but only 
on a state-by-state basis. This ensures that 
every state matters in a presidential election. 
While candidates may not spend limited 
campaigning time in low-population states 
such as Wyoming and Rhode Island, their 
electoral votes are extremely important, es- 
pecially in a close election. 

But why keep such a complex system in 
place, and why did the Founders devise it in 
the first place? Contrary to popular belief, 
the Founders had no intention of creating a 
“democracy.” This is because democracies, 
as Madison famously pointed out in the 
Federalist, No. 10, have no staying power. 
The Athenian democracy, which enjoyed 
a brief but brilliant heyday under Pericles, 
lasted a little over a century from its found- 
ing under Cleisthenes to its demise at the 
end of the Peloponnesian War, a victim 
of the unscrupulous ambitions of Pericles 
and Alcibiades. And as if to underscore the 
Founders’ trepidation concerning democ- 
racy, the French Revolution, with its demo- 
cratic aims, turned France, and ultimately 
most of Europe, into a charnel house only a 
few years after America’s founding. 

Yet despite the clear verdict of his- 
tory on the hazards of democracy, many 
Americans continue to insist that the rem- 
edy for our political ills is a more demo- 
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cratic system, and that includes jettison- 
ing the Electoral College. 

In practice, however, the Electoral Col- 
lege is perhaps the most robust remain- 
ing check possessed by the states against 
a consolidated federal government. An 
America bereft of the Electoral College 
would see presidents elected by the mass- 
es in a few urban centers. The priorities of 
urban America would become the priori- 
ties of Washington. The farmers of Iowa, 
ranchers of Wyoming, and miners of Ap- 
palachia would have next to no voice in 
Washington, because their electoral clout, 
as expressed by their state governments, 
would be negligible. But the Founders 
wanted all states, large and small, and all 
constituencies, populous or otherwise, to 
have some clout, and the Electoral Col- 
lege has been a major equalizer offset- 
ting the power of the federal government 
and of certain large population centers. 
In the 2000 election, it was actually tiny 
West Virginia, not Florida, that provided 
the handful of electoral votes that gave 
George W. Bush the win. 

Another reason for the Electoral College 
system is a safeguard against the election of 
a tyrant. To be sure, many tyrants come to 
power via coups d’etat, violent revolution, 
and conspiracy, but a significant number 
have been elected by popular vote, includ- 
ing Germany’s Adolf Hitler and Venezue- 
la’s Hugo Chavez. Italy’s Benito Mussolini 
was appointed prime minister by the king 
and asked to form a legitimate government, 
to broad popular acclaim. And it is not out 
of the realm of possibility that some presi- 
dential candidate as sinister as Hitler or 
Mussolini could one day find broad popular 
support in the United States. In such a case, 
the Electoral College could refuse to elect 
him or her. While this has never happened, 
the Electoral College could one day be the 
ultimate backstop for our republic, denying 
the presidency to some home-grown Hitler. 

The Electoral College is not a demo- 
cratic institution, but then, the United 
States is not supposed to be a democracy. 
It is one of the most important instruments 
of federalism, however, and should be pre- 
served if our federal system is to endure. ll 

— CHARLES SCALIGER 
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Lunch for Two 


When Josette Duran of Albuquerque, 
New Mexico, learned from her son that 
another student in his school brought 
nothing but a fruit cup to school every 
day for lunch, she began packing two 
lunches so that her son could feed his 
friend. 

According to Duran’s son, Dylan, the 
boy’s mother lost her job and was unable 
to buy enough food for the family. The 
best she could do was provide her son a 
fruit cup to serve as his lunch. 

But the boy did not go without a whole- 
some lunch for long, CBS News report- 
ed. Duran began to pack two drinks, two 
sandwiches, two snacks, and two pieces 
of fruit so that her son could give one of 
each to his friend. She also included a 
note in which she wished both her son 
and his friend a good day at school. This 
went on for two months. 

When the little boy’s mother learned 
of Duran’s actions, she contacted the 
principal’s office and requested a meet- 
ing with Duran in October so that she 
could thank her in person. She recently 
got a new job and offered to repay Duran 
for all the lunches, but Duran refused. 

Duran believes her actions were noth- 
ing out of the ordinary and hopes that it 
inspires parents to talk to their kids about 
school because that is how she learned 
about Dylan’s friend’s issue. 

“To us, we were just doing something 
normal,” Duran said. “We never ques- 
tioned it. If anything, we have to go back 
to the home. I know we are busy parents 
but ask, ‘Are you doing OK in school? 
Is someone else [you know] not doing 
OK in school?’ Keep your eyes and ears 
open. Say something. Don’t be scared to 
say something and don’t be scared to be 
nice.” 


Make-A-Wish for Others 


An Idaho teen with rare ovarian cancer 
used her “Make-A-Wish” in the most 
selfless way she could: She hosted a food 
drive. 

According to the Huffington Post, 
Emma Allred’s event took place in early 
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October in Twin Falls, Idaho, and at- 
tracted hundreds of people and brought 
in over 13,000 pounds of food. 

Allred’s mother, Nina, told KMVT 
that she was impressed by her daughter’s 
generosity. “Of all the things, despite 
her siblings trying to get her to do other 
things, she chose to help the homeless,” 
she said. 

Nina tried to convince Emma to 
choose a trip to Disney World because 
their last trip there as a family was tar- 
nished by the news of Emma’s cancer. 
Nina explained that if they went back 
this time, “She would have a much better 
time,” since Emma is now in remission. 

But Emma had other plans, and for 
that, her mother could not be more 
proud. “Her first reaction was to think 
of others,” Nina said, “and that’s very 
humbling.” 

Emma told InsideEdition.com that she 
was initially unsure of how she wanted to 
use her wish. “I didn’t know at first, so I 
prayed to God and he told me to feed the 
homeless,” she said. 

She envisioned an event that included 
a large picnic with food, games, and fun, 
where people could come to donate food 
for those in need. That is exactly what 
she got on October 1. 

Make-A-Wish provided face-painting 
artists and snacks such as popcorn and 
cotton candy, as well as individual gift 
bags containing valuable items such as 
toothbrushes and blankets, to be handed 
out to the homeless. Hundreds of attend- 
ees arrived with food donations. 

Additionally, when the community 
learned of Allred’s plans, many pitched 
in to help, including the local fire depart- 
ment, a grocery chain, and local food 
groups, all of whom donated trucks full 
of food, InsideEdition.com reported. 

Allred was shocked by all the support 
she received. 

Julie Thomas, the Eastern Idaho re- 
gional manager for the state’s Make-A- 
Wish Foundation, told the Huffington 
Post, “She is extremely shy and humble; 
she kept wondering why everyone want- 
ed their photo taken with her.” 

— RAVEN CLABOUGH 
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The Great Depression: Why It Started, Continued, and Ended 


Probably most Americans believe that government should take a role in controlling the 
economy to prevent another Great Depression, but history says that’s untrue. 
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Withdrawing more and more and more: Thousands of banks failed during the Great Depression. 
By the time Herbert Hoover left office in March 1933, very few banks were still open for business. 


by Steve Byas 


ine thousand failed banks and 
Nitsesrismen at a fourth of 

the workforce; bread lines, soup 
kitchens, desperate human beings living in 
Hoovervilles in worn-out clothes: Those 
who lived through the Great Depression 
may not have known the exact figures that 
confirm the human misery of those bleak 
years, but they did know about their own 
experiences, and no one disputes that it 
was a desperate time. 

From the time of the October 1929 
stock market crash until 1932, manufac- 
turing fell by half, with the production of 
automobiles dropping 75 percent (from 
4.5 million vehicles to a mere 1.1 million). 
After four years of Herbert Hoover, the 
Republican Party’s dominance in presi- 
dential politics was over. Only two men 
had won the White House as Democrats 
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from 1856 to 1932 (Grover Cleveland and 
Woodrow Wilson). Beginning with the 
election of Franklin Roosevelt in 1932, the 
Democrats won five presidential elections 
in a row, and seven of the next nine. 

Yet Roosevelt’s New Deal never ended 
the Depression. Only World War II brought 
down the unbelievable high unemploy- 
ment rates of the 1930s, and as we shall 
see, the greatest war in human history did 
not restore a normal economy. That only 
occurred after the war was over. 

What caused the Great Depression? 
What caused it to last so long? (The very 
fact of its length is what gave it the name 
“Great” Depression, because the nation 
had seen depressions before, and some 
with deeper troughs, but none that lasted 
more than a decade). And finally, what 
ended it? 

Jonathan Hughes wrote in American 
Economic History, “There is probably no 


historical subject that can raise so much 
heat among economists, even to this day, 
as the Great Depression. Every part of it is 
still the subject of controversy.” 

Certainly William Z. Foster, the head of 
the American Communist Party, had his 
theory. He said the cause of the Great De- 
pression was “the capitalist system.” And 
his solution was similarly simple: The 
United States needed to adopt the system 
of communism used in the Soviet Union. 
Foster’s diagnosis is, unfortunately, not all 
that unique. Probably a majority of Amer- 
icans who give this subject any thought 
at all believe the cause of swings in the 
economy are just some inherent defect of 
the free market. And while only a minority 
advocate Foster’s prescription of a com- 
munistic system, there is no question that 
most Americans believe the government 
needs to “do something.” 

That was what some thought in 1920, 
when Warren Harding was elected presi- 
dent and inherited a depression from 
Woodrow Wilson. The gross domestic 
product had contracted by one-fourth in 
a year’s time, wages had fallen by 20 per- 
cent, and 100,000 businesses had closed 
their doors. The steel industry was work- 
ing at a mere 15-percent capacity. In 
such dire circumstances, it was certainly 
tempting for Harding to follow the activist 
course advocated by his secretary of com- 
merce, Herbert Hoover, and “do some- 
thing.” But Harding opted to let the free 
market correct the downturn, rejecting the 
government interventionist policies fa- 
vored by Hoover. Instead of tinkering with 
the economy, he allowed wages to fall to 
their natural level. 

Writing in his book The Forgotten 
Depression, James Grant explained how 
the 1920-21 depression differed from the 
Great Depression of a decade later. “What 
we can observe, even at this great dis- 
tance of years, is that the price mechanism 
worked more freely in 1920-21 than it was 
allowed to do in 1929-1933. Whereas 92 
percent of reporting firms had reduced 
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wages in 1921, only seven 
percent did so in 1930.” 

So the indication is that al- 
lowing a free market to oper- 
ate would have shortened the 
Great Depression. It might 
have even prevented it. The 
free market does not cause 
any depression, unless one 
believes that several thou- 
sands of businesses just hap- 
pen to make bad decisions 
all at once. The cause of the 
Great Depression — artificial 
credit expansion, in this case 
by the Federal Reserve Sys- 
tem — was fundamentally 
the same as the cause of any 
economic depression. 

When interest rates are low, 
that is an indication that peo- 
ple are willing to lend. When 
interest rates are high, that 
is an indication that money 
available for lending is in 
short supply. Left to the free 
market, interest rates provide 
an equilibrium in the econo- 
my that both restrains artifi- 
cial booms and moderates any 
economic sluggishness. 

But for reasons that have 
nothing to do with the free market, the 
government succumbed to the temptation 
to manipulate interest rates through artifi- 
cial credit expansion. In the United States, 
this was accomplished in various ways by 
the Federal Reserve System (FRS). Ar- 
tificially low interest rates resulted from 
FRS tinkering, and malinvestment (in- 
vestment in the wrong things) occurred. 
For example, more houses will be built 
than for which there is an actual market, 
as happened with the Florida real estate 
boom and bust of the 1920s. A readjust- 
ment, sometimes called a crash or a bust, 
is inevitable. 

Such boom and bust cycles are caused by 
government, and according to the Austrian 


* 


= 


Like-minded individuals: President Hoover and President-elect Franklin 
Roosevelt ride together to the inauguration on March 4, 1933. While 
Hoover cannot be blamed for causing the Depression, his policies and 
those of his successor certainly prolonged its duration and its miseries. 


theory of economics developed by the late 
Ludwig von Mises, America’s major de- 
pressions, such as in 1837, 1892, and 1929, 
were all a result of this deliberate policy of 
artificially low interest rates instituted by 
government — not the free market. 

In the case of the 1929 crash, it was a re- 
sult of massive credit expansion during the 
1920s by the Federal Reserve System, a 
private banking organization created by an 
act of Congress in 1913 in order to control 
the economy through financial manipula- 
tions. In the decade of the Roaring Twen- 
ties, whenever the economy showed signs 
of slowing, the Fed injected more money 
and credit (a 62-percent increase over 
the decade) into the system, not allowing 


From the time of the October 1929 stock market crash until 
1932, manufacturing fell by half, with the production of 


automobiles dropping 75 percent (from 4.5 million vehicles to a 


mere 1.1 million). 
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necessary market corrections 
to take place. When the bust 
finally came in 1929, it was 
much more serious than it 
would have been had the Fed 
taken its foot off the money 
accelerator earlier. 


Hoover Deepens the 
Depression 

None of this was Herbert 
Hoover’s fault. He did not 
“cause” the Great Depres- 
sion any more than Franklin 
Roosevelt “brought us out” 
of it. But he did exacerbate 
the negative results. So did 
Roosevelt. They share re- 
sponsibility for making the 
significant collapse of 1929 
the “Great Depression” — a 
downturn that lasted well over 
a decade. 

Hoover had great confi- 
dence in his ability to manage 
the American economy. When 
he accepted the Republican 
Party nomination in 1928, he 
boldly proclaimed, “In Amer- 
ica today we are nearer a final 
triumph over poverty than in 
any land.... We shall, with the 
help of God, be in sight of the day when 
poverty will be banished from this nation.” 

Now that he was president, Hoover en- 
acted all the supposed solutions to stop an 
economic downturn that Harding had re- 
jected almost a decade earlier. First of all, 
the month after the October stock market 
crash, Hoover called a series of conferenc- 
es and demanded that business leaders not 
lower wages in the face of declining sales 
because he had bought in to the idea that 
high wages cause prosperity. This is sort 
of like insisting that wet streets cause rain; 
however, Hoover wanted to make sure that 
wages did not fall as a result of the collapse. 

The results were quite predictable. As 
business leaders bravely kept wages up for 
the next year, many businesses closed their 
doors, forcing widespread unemployment. 
By 1931, unemployment numbers reached 
eight million. Businesses that survived let 
go of workers as well, finding they could 
get by with fewer employees since their 
sales had fallen so precipitously. 

Hoover was not finished. After he 
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“helped” the factory worker, he moved to 
“help” the farmers. At Hoover’s urging, 
Congress created the Federal Farm Board 
(FFB), which made low-interest loans to 
farm cooperatives, and made efforts to 
keep farm prices from falling. The FFB 
subsidized farm prices, and naturally, at 
this artificially higher price, farmers ex- 
panded production, which added to the 
“surplus.” Predictably, farm prices col- 
lapsed even more. The government’s so- 
lution? More subsidies, which of course 
led to more surpluses, and an even greater 
drop in farm prices. 

To combat rising unemployment, 
Hoover resorted to a billion-dollar public 
works program. This was followed by the 
creation of the Reconstruction Finance 
Corporation (RFC), to make loans to des- 
perate businesses. The main effect of the 
RFC was to delay the inevitable liquida- 
tion of those businesses. To pay for all of 
the “help,” taxes on incomes and busi- 
nesses were increased in 1932. 

At the time, income taxes were due 
on April 15 of the following year — in 
a lump sum. This was before the pres- 
ent system of withholding. (Withholding, 
in which a worker’s income is docked 
for income taxes before he even sees it, 
came into effect during World War II, os- 
tensibly as an “emergency” measure. The 
war ended in 1945, but tax withholding 
continues today.) To pay for the massive 
increase in taxes, money had to be with- 
drawn from bank accounts in even larger 
amounts than previously, and for many 
banks, this was too much. The winter of 
1932-33 saw a string of bank failures. By 
the time Hoover left office, hardly a bank 
in America was open for business — be- 
cause the only “business” most customers 
wanted to transact was to pull their money 
out of the bank. 

In the election of 1932, Hoover had 
to face the voters with 12 million unem- 
ployed. It appeared that “Happy Days Are 
Here Again,” as in FDR’s famous campaign 
song, used to inspire delegates at the 1932 
Democratic Convention. The Democrats 
had nominated Franklin D. Roosevelt, the 
governor of New York, who condemned 
the massive spending of Hoover and prom- 
ised to balance the budget, cut government 
spending 25 percent, maintain the gold 
standard, and end the growth of govern- 
ment of the Hoover years. 
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The New Deal 

In the campaign, Roosevelt promised a 
clean break with the Hoover approach, 
touting a “New Deal,” which would take 
a different path. “I accuse the present ad- 
ministration of being the greatest spending 
administration in peace time in all Ameri- 
can history — one which piles bureau on 
bureau, commission on commission, and 
has failed to anticipate the dire needs or 
reduced earning power of the people. Bu- 
reaus and bureaucrats have been retained 
at the expense of the taxpayer.... We are 
spending altogether too much money for 
government services which are neither 
practical nor necessary. In addition to this, 
we are attempting too many functions and 
we need a simplification of what the fed- 
eral government is giving to the people.” 

It is unfortunate that these words did not 
accurately forecast what Roosevelt actu- 
ally did once in office. Had he followed 
the course that these words indicated he 
would, the Great Depression would have 
ended much sooner. 

The truth is that Roosevelt’s policies 
were not all that much different than 
Hoover’s, largely because they were 
based upon the same incorrect economic 
assumptions. Rexford Tugwell, a top advi- 
sor to FDR, said later, “We didn’t admit it 
at the time, but practically the whole New 


Deal was extrapolated from programs that 
Hoover started.” 

Both Hoover and Roosevelt bought in 
to the “under-consumption” theory, which 
held that the cause of the Great Depression 
was low wages, and that the way to pros- 
perity was high wages. This theory is not 
supported by the facts, as wages actually 
rose during the 1920s as a percentage of 
corporate income from 55 to 60 percent. 
Peter Temin, an economist at the Massa- 
chusetts Institute of Technology, explained, 
“The ratio of consumption to national in- 
come was not falling in the 1920s.” 

This false theory — drive up wages, and 
prosperity will return — drove many of 
the New Deal policies of the 1920s. This 
necessitated government intervention into 
the American economy on a scale never 
seen before. 

Congress gave Roosevelt extensive 
control over the nation’s money. Using 
this power, of dubious constitutionality, 
Roosevelt issued an executive order to 
demand that all privately owned gold, in 
whatever form it was held, be turned over 
to Federal Reserve banks in exchange for 
payment in federal reserve notes, or in the 
form of credit. Then the gold was turned 
over to the U.S. Department of the Trea- 
sury. The intent was to remove any mean- 
ingful restraint on the power of the federal 
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Job search: The Depression years of the 1930s saw thousands of homeless and desperate 


families hitch-hiking across the country in search of a job — any job. 
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Hoover called a series of conferences and demanded that business 
leaders not lower wages in the face of declining sales because he had 
bought in to the idea that high wages cause prosperity. This is sort of 
like insisting that wet streets cause rain. 


government to inflate, with the hope this 
would drive up wages and prices — and 
thus produce prosperity. 

While this bold policy no doubt drove 
up wages and prices, it predictably did 
not wipe out the high unemployment 
rates of the Great Depression. It had the 
opposite effect, in two ways: (1) It in- 
creased the cost of doing business, since 
wages are generally the greatest expense 
of any business, and therefore made labor 
a more expensive cost; and (2) It fright- 
ened businessmen, causing uncertainty as 
to what a government that would confis- 
cate property (gold) might do next and 
making businesses hesitate to expand 
(which, of course, precludes the hiring of 
more workers). 

Another program that indicated Roos- 
evelt’s lack of regard for free enterprise 
was the National Recovery Administra- 
tion (NRA). Again, the NRA was created 
based upon the mistaken idea that high 
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wages and prices produce prosperity, in- 
stead of the other way around. The NRA 
established cartels in hundreds of differ- 
ent industries, with each industry devel- 
oping codes of supposed fair competi- 
tion. This meant, for example, that there 
was a minimum price for various goods 
and services within the industry. Large 
businesses, of course, dominated the de- 
cisions made in each industry. In the six 
months after the NRA began operations, 
industrial production fell 25 percent. Its 
minimum-wage laws priced many mar- 
ginal laborers out of a job, and was a 
more crushing burden on small business 
than big business. For example, the major 
tire manufacturers (Firestone, Goodyear, 
and Goodrich) wrote the NRA code for 
the entire tire industry, and they insisted 
on higher prices for tires. 

Carl Pharis, the general manager of 
Ohio-based Pharis Tire and Rubber, ex- 
plained the problem the NRA created for 
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Heavy-handed “help”: A federal agent is shown explaining provisions of the Agricultural 
Adjustment Act (AAA) to a farmer in New Mexico in 1934. The AAA regulated production levels 
of “basic” crops such as corn, wheat, cotton, peanuts, tobacco, and milk, even to the point of 
paying farmers to kill off “excess” livestock in order to raise prices. 


36 


his small company and other smaller tire 
makers: “The government deliberately 
raised our prices up toward the prices 
at which the big companies wanted to 
sell, at which they could make a profit 

. where more easily, with much less 
loss, they come down and ‘get us’ and 
where, bound by NRA decrees, we could 
not use lower prices, although we could 
have lowered them and still made a de- 
cent profit.” 

In one widely reported case, Jack 
Magid, a tailor, was arrested, convicted, 
fined, and sent to jail for pressing a suit 
for 35 cents, which was five cents below 
the NRA mandated price. Magid argued 
that he was getting too little business at 
40 cents, so he dropped the price, which 
is, of course, a typical business response. 
While the publicity paid to such travesties 
eventually led to the NRA’s demise, such 
stories further discouraged American busi- 
nessmen from expanding their businesses. 
The prospect of jail time simply for charg- 
ing a nickel too little for a good or service 
certainly did nothing to encourage some- 
one to go into business. And businesses 
that do not exist hire no workers. 

The philosophy behind the creation of 
the American Agriculture Administra- 
tion (AAA) was much the same. Under 
this scheme, farmers would be paid to cut 
back on production, with the hope that this 
decrease in supply would lead to an in- 
crease in farm prices. To kick off the pro- 
gram, six million pigs were slaughtered, 
milk was poured out onto the ground, and 
10 million acres of cotton were plowed 
under, all with the goal of raising prices 
to produce prosperity — at a time when 
many Americans were going hungry. 

Even today, the Roosevelt-era idea of 
farm price “parity” is thrown around as if 
it were gospel. In short, parity is an idea 
that farm prices today should be tied to 
an earlier time period when farmers were 
prosperous (the specific period chosen at 
that time was 1909-1914). If the price 
of a farm product was, say, one dollar 
then, and the cost of living had doubled, 
then the price should be two dollars now. 
This would keep a farmer’s “purchas- 
ing power” in line with the rest of the 
economy. Henry Hazlitt, author of Eco- 
nomics in One Lesson, questioned this 
concept, pointing out, “A Chevrolet six- 
cylinder touring car cost $2,150 in 1912; 
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an incomparably improved six-cylinder 
Chevrolet sedan cost $907 in 1942; ad- 
justed for ‘parity’ on the same basis as 
farm products, however, it would have 
cost $3,720 in 1942.” 

The truth is that Jowering prices leads 
to greater prosperity, as more consumers 
can take advantage of the product. Henry 
Ford exploited this understanding with 
his Model T, which he developed so that 
the price would be low enough to enable 
many Americans to purchase it. Before the 
Model T, few Americans could afford an 
automobile, then considered a toy for the 
wealthy. But Ford made more money pro- 
ducing less-expensive cars for the average 
buyer than could be made with higher- 
priced automobiles for only richer buyers. 
For all the demagogic calls to “share the 
wealth,” the greatest wealth-sharing idea 
we have ever had is the free market. 

Continuing with the belief that higher 
wages would lead to prosperity, Roosevelt 
persuaded Congress to pass legislation 
favoring labor unions. While the support 
of labor unions for Roosevelt’s political 
campaigns (the Congress of Industrial Or- 
ganizations, for example, dumped about a 
half million dollars into FDR’s campaign 
coffers in 1936) no doubt played a role in 
FDR’s love of the unions, the efforts of 
unions to increase wages matched Roo- 
sevelt’s goals perfectly. 

The National Labor Relations Act of 
1935 was very favorable to unions by 
supporting closed shops — compulsory 
union membership, for example. The 
1930s saw a series of crippling strikes in 
major industries, the effect of which was 
to decrease production in many of them. 
With a decrease in production in one in- 
dustry leading to a shortage of supplies 
for another industry, these strikes con- 
tributed to the continuation of the Great 
Depression in two ways: (1) When busi- 
nesses could not obtain supplies to make 
their products, because these strikes had 
reduced the amount available or driven 
up the price when they finally did get 
them, businesses often resorted to re- 
ducing their workforce; and (2) The in- 
creased cost of labor when strikes did win 
wage increases, at a time when there were 
insufficient profits to pay for them, re- 
sulted in some businesses reducing their 
workforce — or going out of business 
altogether. 
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Waste not, want not: Soup lines fed many during the darkest days of the Great Depression, even 


while government policies directed the slaughter of pigs and the wasting of milk that could have 


fed many hungry Americans. 


Recession Within a Depression 
“Regime uncertainty” — the concern by 
businessmen about what the government 
would do to them next — was a major rea- 
son for the continuation of the economic 
stagnation. Economic historian Robert 
Higgs has argued that businessmen and 
investors simply stopped investing or ex- 
panding. When Roosevelt became presi- 
dent, he not only blamed Hoover for the 
economic collapse, he accused business 
leaders of the same, referring to them as 
an enemy to be defeated. 

Dismissing businessmen as “econom- 
ic royalists,” FDR’s inaugural address 
launched his anti-business tone: “The 
money changers have fled from the high 
seats in the temple of our civilization.” In 
a society that still understood biblical allu- 
sions, it was clear to business leaders that 
they were being compared to the corrupt 
businessmen driven from the temple by 
Jesus. This certainly did not inspire busi- 
ness confidence in the administration. 

Other policies of the Roosevelt admin- 
istration could be cited for prolonging the 
Great Depression, including the massive 
tax increase in 1935, and the launching of 
Social Security. Whatever one thinks of 
Social Security as a program to provide 
pensions for older persons, its immediate 
effect, along with the 1935 Revenue Act, 


was to take money out of the economy. So- 
cial Security benefits would not begin to 
be paid until 1940, so instead of increasing 
purchasing power, it actually decreased it. 

Still, the unemployment rate did de- 
cline, from its high of perhaps 27 percent 
when Roosevelt took office, to about 14 
percent when he ran for reelection in 1936. 
This enabled him to run for a second term 
on the platform that the economy had 
“improved.” Of course, 14 percent unem- 
ployment was still historically high, and 
was certainly at depression levels, but the 
average voter probably thought things 
would continue to get better if Roosevelt 
remained in office. After all, what was the 
alternative? Hoover and the Republicans 
had certainly failed to end the Depression. 

After winning a second term, how- 
ever, Roosevelt again faced a declining 
economy. By November 1937, unemploy- 
ment had risen to above 17 percent. The 
stock market crashed again. Roosevelt had 
achieved a recession within a depression. 
Over the next several months, additional 
businesses folded, and unemployment 
continued to rise. By February 1939, it 
had reached 19.3 percent. A Gallup Poll 
released in March 1939 indicated that 67 
percent of Americans believed that Roo- 
sevelt’s negative attitude toward business 
was retarding recovery. 
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War workers and material: The high unemployment rates of the Great Depression vanished 
during the Second World War. To relieve the ensuing labor shortage (as millions of men went off 


to war), women entered the workforce. 


By April 1939, unemployment had 
soared to almost 21 percent. Confiding 
in two members of the House Ways and 
Means Committee, a distraught Treasury 
Secretary Henry Morgenthau admitted he 
and the rest of the Roosevelt administra- 
tion simply did not know what else to do. 

“Now, gentlemen,” Morgenthau told 
them, “we have tried spending money. We 
are spending more money than we have 
ever spent before and it does not work.... 
I want to see this country prosperous. I 
want to see people get a job. I want to see 
people get enough to eat. We have never 
made good on our promises.... I say after 
eight years of this Administration we have 
just as much unemployment as when we 
started.... And an enormous debt.... I can’t 
see any daylight.” 


World War II and the Depression 
But if it is a commonly held myth that 
“Roosevelt’s New Deal brought us out of 
the Great Depression,” another widely be- 
lieved myth is also repeated, even today 
— that World War II is what brought us 
out of the Great Depression. 

Now, it is unlikely the folks making such 
a claim would advocate having a world 
war for economic reasons, but they rightly 
argue that the unemployment rate began to 
decline as the United States got fully in- 
volved in war production, and went away 
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completely after the United States went to 
war against Germany, Italy, and Japan. 

In one sense, there may have been some 
slight improvement in the economy as we 
entered the war, because Roosevelt was 
diverted from, in effect, making war on the 
American economy to making war on the 
Germans and Japanese. But the cause for 
the dramatic drop in unemployment came 
mainly because 22 percent of the pre-war 
labor force was now in the armed forces. 

Other Americans were employed making 
bombs, guns, tanks, uniforms, and the like. 
Yes, the unemployment rate disappeared, 
but these factories were not making con- 
sumer items. Americans were still deprived 
of consumer items from cars to washing 
machines. Even in the trough of the Great 
Depression, a million cars were produced 
in one year, compared with none during 
the war — at least none for civilian use. 
Production of automobiles for the civilian 
market did not resume until after the war 
was over. Americans generally had jobs, 
but limited amounts of goods on which to 
spend their money from those jobs. 

As historian Clarence Carson said, 
“It would be nearer the mark to say that 
World War II only spread the deprivation 
by rationing and other controls.... A mea- 
sure of real prosperity only returned after 
World War II.” 

Similarly, historian Tom Woods argued 


that it was “neither economic legislation 
nor World War II” that finally cured the 
Depression. “Instead, it was the return to 
normal conditions following the war and 
the removal of the uncertainty that had 
haunted business during the FDR years.” 
When the war ended, taxes and govern- 
ment spending declined, price controls 
were lifted on most items, and the free 
market brought us out of the Depression. 

Bluntly put, the death of Roosevelt on 
April 12, 1945, removed the fear that he 
might try to re-impose the destructive 
policies of the pre-war years. A return to a 
normal economy, with the removal of the 
heavy hand of government on the econo- 
my, ended the Depression. 

To those who argue that it was the 
massive government spending of the war 
years that finally restarted the economy, 
even FDR’s secretary of the treasury, 
Henry Morgenthau rejected that thesis, 
when he said that they had spent more 
money “than we have ever spent before 
and it does not work.” If government 
spending were the answer, one would 
think our multi-trillion dollar national 
debt would have our economy today re- 
ally humming. Nations such as Japan 
that have consciously tried this Keynes- 
ian solution have also found that it does 
not work. And, of course, our wars in Af- 
ghanistan and Iraq were followed by the 
economic downturn in 2008, the worst 
since the Great Depression. If World War 
II's spending brought this country out of 
the Great Depression, it was certainly 
a first, because wars are generally fol- 
lowed by economic downturns (such as 
the post-World War I depression). For- 
tunately, President Harding let the free 
market cure that one, and we were off on 
the Roaring Twenties. 

Sadly, the lessons we can learn from 
this history are rarely heeded in the heat 
of partisan passion. And some, of course, 
politically benefit from having large num- 
bers of Americans dependent upon the 
government for their necessities of life. 

Considering that Franklin Roosevelt 
was a huge political success, while at the 
same time it is demonstrable that he ut- 
terly failed to end the Great Depression, 
and in fact, prolonged it, perhaps there 
are political benefits to government in- 
tervention in the economy — even if it 
does not work. 
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“Devastated” 


The St. Louis Post-Dispatch reported on 
November 2 that an elderly homeowner 
who was forced to shoot two burglars 
was overcome with remorse after the in- 
cident. The 73-year-old retired fireman 
was working in his garage when two 
armed intruders barged in and demanded 
his vehicle. The man had a pistol con- 
cealed in his pocket and quickly pulled 
it out and fired at the two men. The shots 
hit their marks, and the two injured men 
stumbled to the ground, where they were 
pronounced dead by arriving authorities. 
Captain Mary Warnecke, supervisor of 
the homicide unit of the St. Louis Met- 
ropolitan Police Department, told the St. 
Louis Post-Dispatch that “it appears the 
homeowner acted in self-defense.” Law 
enforcement later identified the deceased 
suspects as two young men from nearby 
Florissant and Ferguson. 

Neighbor Peggy Armbruster, who lives 
across the street from where the shooting 
occurred, told the paper that the home- 
owner who fired the fatal shots had lived 
in the area with his wife for a long time 
and that both are “super, super nice peo- 
ple.” Armbruster explained that the man 
would routinely remove snow from her 
porch or assist another “neighbor who is 
blind.” Armbruster did say that the man 
had been the victim of a burglary in the 
past, and she also knew he was an avid 
hunter. 

The homeowner was very upset over 
the incident, even though he fired be- 
cause he feared for his life, regretting that 
he was forced to end two lives: “I wish it 
had never happened.... I am devastated 
over it.” 


Intruder Killed 
in Pizza Hut Robbery 


WSOCTV.com reported on October 31 
about a late-night attempted robbery of a 
Pizza Hut that ended with one deceased 
suspect. The crime occurred in Charlotte, 
North Carolina, where three armed men 
tried breaking in to a Pizza Hut store after 
it had closed. One of the employees still 
in the place had his own pistol on him, 
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“.. the right of the people to keep and bear Arms, shall not be infringed.” 
_ [Eee — EEE. 


and he fired it at an armed suspect. The 
injured criminal fell to the ground as his 
accomplices fled the scene. Police soon 
arrived and found the deceased body of 
the suspect lying not far from where he 
was shot. Authorities also discovered the 
handgun that the suspect was carrying. 
Pizza Hut released a statement following 
the shooting that explained “that the em- 
ployee involved in the shooting has been 
placed on a leave of absence following 
further review.” WSOCTV.com contact- 
ed Pizza Hut’s corporate offices to deter- 
mine if Pizza Hut had a company-wide 
policy on carrying guns, and a spokesman 
explained that it varied by franchise. 


Accomplice Faces 
Felony Murder Charge 


WTHR.com out of Muncie, Indiana, re- 
ported on October 8 about a shooting that 
resulted in the death of a burglary sus- 
pect trying to break in to an apartment. 
A female resident was home alone when 
she heard the sounds of someone break- 
ing her door down. Two armed, masked 
men broke through the door and fired into 
the apartment, but the fast-acting woman 
returned fire at the intruders. The woman 
hit both suspects with her fire. She shot 
one of the suspects, Trayvon Turner of 
Indianapolis, in his head, and he died at 
the scene. The other suspect fled, but was 
apprehended by police. 

The Star Press later reported that 
21-year-old Delon Martez Owens, also 
of Indianapolis, was the masked intruder 
taken into custody by police. Owens, who 
was also Turner’s cousin, was arrested 
after he checked in to a medical facility 
for treatment of his bullet wounds. The 
strange detail in this story is that Owens 
had attended a party at the victim’s apart- 
ment a few hours earlier. Owens is facing 
charges for burglary with a deadly weap- 
on, two counts of robbery, and carrying 
a handgun without a license. He might 
also be charged with felony murder in 
his cousin’s death. Chief Deputy Pros- 
ecutor Eric Hoffman said he’s exploring 
the application of a felony murder charge 
in both Owens’ case and a similar case 


involving an accomplice of a deceased 
suspect. “We’re considering that,” Hoff- 
man told the Star Press. “I’ve conducted 
research. It’s a possibility and it may hap- 
pen in the near future in those cases... 
What the Supreme Court has said is that 
you can charge and convict somebody of 
felony murder (when an accomplice in 
a criminal conspiracy has been killed).” 
Hoffman explained to the Star Press that 
the burden for the prosecutor is to an- 
swer two questions: “Did the defendant 
engage in dangerous conduct? And was 
it reasonably foreseeable that someone’s 
death could occur?” 


Pyromaniac 


Threatens Family 


The Lubbock Avalanche Journal report- 
ed out of Lubbock, Texas, on October 
23 that a father was forced to shoot an 
intruder after the suspect broke in to the 
family’s house in the middle of the night. 
The family of six was fast asleep when 
one of the children was awakened by the 
sound of someone breaking in through a 
back door to the home. The child alerted 
his father that someone was in the house, 
and the father armed himself and went to 
investigate while his wife dialed 911. The 
father confronted the intruder in a lower 
level of the home and yelled for him 
to leave. Instead of heeding the home- 
owner’s warnings, the suspect became 
irate and began pouring lighter fluid onto 
the floor and tried setting the house on 
fire. The suspect repeatedly tried to set 
the lighter fluid on fire with his lighter, 
but he couldn’t get it to light. The father 
yelled for the deranged intruder to stop, 
but the suspect refused. The father fired 
one shot, which hit the intruder in his ab- 
domen. Police soon arrived on the scene 
and found the injured man lying on the 
floor. The wounded intruder was taken 
for treatment to a nearby medical facility 
and charged with burglary of a habitation 
with intent to commit a felony (arson). 
He is being held on a $200,000 bond and 
faces a potential sentence of five years if 
convicted. Ml 

— PATRICK KREY 
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Comey Didn’t 
Persecute Clinton 


ITEM: Writing for the New York Times for 
July 5, 2016, under the headline “F:B.I. 
Director James Comey Recommends No 
Charges for Hillary Clinton on Email,” 
Mark Landler and Eric Lichtblau reported 
that Comey’s decision not to recommend 
indictment was a foregone conclusion, 
saying, “For weeks, F-B.I. agents expected 
the investigation would not yield charges. 
They shared Mr. Comey’ conclusion that 
Mrs. Clinton had showed poor judgment 
but that she had not committed a crime.” 
Item: In a July 7, 2016 Los Angeles Times 
“political commentary” piece entitled 
“Hillary Clinton pays a price for ‘extreme 
carelessness’ with emails,” David Horsey 
makes the case that Clinton has been suffi- 
ciently punished for her “carelessness” by 
both the censure she received from Comey 
and the negative reporting on her illicit use 
of the private server which “put top-secret 
information at risk.” He wrote: 


Hillary Clinton is relieved that the 
Justice Department is not going to in- 
dict her for using private email serv- 
ers that put top-secret information at 
risk. That is a bit like a bull rider at 
a rodeo feeling happy the raging ani- 
mal broke two of his legs, smashed 
six ribs and crushed his skull but 
didn t kill him. Sure, the worst didn t 
happen, but neither Hillary nor the 
bull rider is walking away unscathed. 


Item: When Comey reopened the inves- 
tigation into the Clinton e-mail scandal 
after thousands of classified Clinton e- 
mails were found on the laptop belonging 
to disgraced former congressman Anthony 
Weiner, the Los Angeles Times ran an ar- 
ticle entitled “FBI says emails found in 
Anthony Weiner’s sexting scandal may 
have links to Clinton inquiry.” The article, 
written by Del Quentin Wilber and Evan 
Halper and dated October 29, 2016, said: 


Just as Hillary Clinton appeared to 
be cruising to election day with the 
wind at her back, the FBI rattled 
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Plan to help Republicans? FBI director James Comey has been accused by liberals of opening 
and then re-opening investigations of Hillary Clinton as a partisan Republican; however, he 
admitted she committed crimes, yet didn’t recommend prosecuting her. 


the presidential race Friday by an- 
nouncing it is again probing emails 
that might be related to her private 
server, rekindling a politically dam- 
aging controversy for Clinton and re- 
invigorating Republicans scrambling 
to hold on to congressional seats. 


Besides ridiculing Donald Trump for call- 
ing the scandal “bigger than Watergate,” 
the article also went further in insinuating 
that the renewed investigation was politi- 
cally motivated by quoting Senator Di- 
anne Feinstein (D-Calif.) as saying, “The 
FBI has a history of extreme caution near 
election day so as not to influence the re- 
sults. Today's break from that tradition is 
appalling.” 

Irem: When Comey closed the renewed 
investigation only nine days after reopen- 
ing it, the Los Angeles Times ran an article 
under the headline “FBI clears Clinton 
after round-the-clock review of new emails, 
Comey says.” The article continued the 
trend of insinuating that the investigation 
was little more than a right-wing witch- 
hunt designed to throw the election into a 
tizzy and deny Clinton her fair chance to 
win the White House. Written by David 
Lauter and Del Quentin Wilber and dated 
November 6, the article presents the accu- 


sations of “many prominent Democrats” as 
the established truth, saying: 


But the news from the FBI seems 
unlikely to calm the anger of many 
Democrats who have called for 
Comey to resign. His announcement 
that the emails had been discovered 
had violated Justice Department rules 
designed to prevent investigative ac- 
tions from influencing elections, many 
prominent Democrats have said. 


Lauter and Wilber continue in that same 
vein by writing, “The fact that Comey is 
a Republican, however, coupled with a 
seeming deluge of leaks damaging to Clin- 
ton from current or former FBI agents in 
recent days, has caused concern among 
many Democrats.”’ Echoing the message 
of other liberal media, they assert that the 
lack of recommendation to indict was a 
foregone conclusion, since there is noth- 
ing to indict, writing, “The substance of 
Comey 8 announcement was not surpris- 
ing — although the timing was.” 
Carrying that idea even further, they 
describe Comey’s second announcement 
not to recommend indictment by writing, 
“Nine days after rocking the presidential 
race with word that a new trove of emails 
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had been discovered, Comey sent a brief 
letter to Capitol Hill that, in effect, put 
an end to the renewed controversy,” and 
quote the Clinton campaign's communica- 
tions director, Jennifer Palmieri, as say- 
ing, “We are glad this matter is resolved.” 
CORRECTION: The oft-repeated claim of 
media that there was never any real chance 
that Clinton would, should, or even could 
be indicted is based on dishonesty and 
wishful thinking. The two reasons usually 
given are that Clinton did nothing crimi- 
nal because she never intended anything 
criminal and that the FBI agents who in- 
vestigated the case believed Clinton was 
careless, but not criminal. 

Lichtblau’s piece in the New York Times 
is typical of this approach. His claims that 
“F.B.I. agents expected the investigation 
would not yield charges” and that “they 
shared Mr. Comey’s conclusion that Mrs. 
Clinton had showed poor judgment but 
that she had not committed a crime” is out 
of step with reality. It is also demonstrably 
false. During a radio interview with John 
Catsimatidis, former assistant FBI direc- 
tor James Kallstrom said that the Clintons 
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are a “crime family” and that Hillary is a 
“pathological liar.” He also said that the 
investigation — which twice failed to pro- 
duce a recommendation for indictment — 
was hindered by the leadership of the FBI, 
not the agents who investigated the case. 
Those agents, he said, “are furious with 
what’s going on, I know that for a fact.” 
His claim is backed up by some strong 
evidence. Though part of the plea deal 
with Clinton associates in testifying about 
the scandal included an agreement that 
the laptop computers they turned over 
would be destroyed, it has been reported 
that the agents who were ordered to carry 
out that destruction refused to do so. If the 
agents who conducted the investigation 
expected no charges and agreed that Clin- 
ton had done nothing criminal, why would 
they refuse a direct order to destroy what 
they would view as evidence of criminal 
wrongdoing? In a case of the left hand 
not knowing what the other left hand is 
doing, Lauter and Wilber wrote in the Los 
Angeles Times that “current or former FBI 
agents” were responsible for “a seeming 
deluge of leaks” which were “damaging to 


How careless are we? Top-secret e-mails were handled with such carelessness when Clinton 
was secretary of state that Huma Abedin (front), Hillary Clinton’s closest aide, forwarded many of 
them to her now-estranged husband, Anthony Weiner, who saved them. 
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Clinton.” Are these the same agents who 
“shared Mr. Comey’s conclusion” that 
Clinton “had not committed a crime’’? 

Another tactic of the liberal media is to 
paint a sympathetic picture of Clinton as 
the victim of a political witch-hunt who 
has already paid more than enough for 
her “carelessness.” This is what Horsey 
attempts in his Los Angeles Times article. 
The picture that ran with that article is a 
cartoon showing Clinton as a poor woman 
oppressed by a puritanical society. In the 
cartoon, Clinton is branded with a scarlet 
letter “E” for e-mail. By comparing Clin- 
ton — who was still in the race and stood a 
good chance of winning the White House, 
according to the polls at the time — to a 
maimed bull rider, Horsey is going for the 
sympathy vote. Never mind that Clinton 
broke multiple federal laws, risked national 
security, and lied — to the American people 
and Congress — about it. She didn’t really 
mean to do anything wrong, and — gosh! 
— she has already paid so dearly. 

After Comey closed the investigation 
the first time and refused to recommend 
indictment, the liberal media acted as 
if that were proof positive that she had 
done nothing wrong. Once thousands of 
Clinton e-mails — including classified 
e-mails — were found on Weiner’s lap- 
top and Comey was forced to reopen the 
investigation, the liberal media ramped 
up its defense of their anointed candidate 
by attacking Comey as a political hack. 
After all, wasn’t this already settled? 
The slant of Wilber and Halper in their 
Los Angeles Times piece is more than 
a little over the top. It at once assumes 
that Clinton was “cruising to election 
day with the wind at her back” and that 
Comey’s renewed investigation would 
be responsible if that wind should shift. 
After all, “the FBI rattled the presiden- 
tial race” by paying attention to new 
evidence and daring to reopen the inves- 
tigation. In reality, the FBI would have 
been derelict had it simply ignored the 
newly discovered evidence simply be- 
cause it was politically inconvenient. Of 
course, the FBI’s very job is to inves- 
tigate crimes, whether or not there are 
political elements involved. One can 
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imagine the outrage from both the liberal 
media and liberal politicians if the FBI 
refused to investigate a crime involving 
a prominent Republican just because he 
was running for the White House. 

In his piece with Lauter, Wilber re- 
worked the phrase “rattled the presiden- 
tial race” to read, “rocking the presidential 
race.” The idea is the same: How dare the 
FBI investigate Clinton when she is so 
close to winning? 

And while the liberal media attempted to 
brush aside as ridiculous Trump’s assertion 
that this scandal is “bigger than Watergate,” 
the truth is that Nixon was forced to resign 
for that scandal. He had the DNC offices 
bugged; she shared classified information 
with multiple parties who lacked security 
clearances. He erased a few minutes of 
tape; she deleted more than 30,000 e-mails 
and wiped her server with the powerful 
open-source BleachBit software after re- 
ceiving a subpoena for those e-mails and 
that server. Nixon disgraced his office over 
partisan politics; Clinton risked national 
security over what continues to look more 
and more like her attempt to hide some very 
serious crimes. William F. Jasper’s article 
on page 17 covers just some of those crimes 
she may have been attempting to hide. Big- 
ger than Watergate? Only in the way that a 
bowling ball is bigger than a marble. 

Lauter and Wilber cite unnamed “prom- 
inent Democrats” as complaining that 
Comey “had violated Justice Department 
tules designed to prevent investigative ac- 
tions from influencing elections,” without 
listing any evidence that Comey attempted 
to influence the election. 

After spending months stumping for 
Clinton to win both the democratic nomina- 
tion and the election, the liberal mainstream 
media, including the New York Times and 
the Los Angeles Times, pretended — al- 
most from the beginning — that there was 
nothing criminal about her mishandling of 
classified information via her unsecured, 
private e-mail server and account. While 
taking her to task for “carelessness,” the 
liberal mainstream media pulled up short of 
calling her actions what they were: crimi- 
nal. That Clinton broke the law is not a mat- 
ter of opinion; the law is clear. 
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Running through all of the reporting by 
the liberal media is the idea that at every 
step of the way, the entire case was con- 
sidered closed. Clinton was claimed to be 
exonerated. Declared innocent. The issue 
was settled. The reporting is peppered 
with phrases such as “put an end to the 
renewed controversy” and “this matter 
is resolved.” In reality, though, the issue 
is not settled. Comey’s twice-refusal to 
recommend indictment does not set aside 
the fact the Clinton broke the law. While 
Clinton’s defenders in the liberal media — 
supported by Comey — pretend that in- 
tent to break the law is necessary for guilt, 
they all admit she acted with negligence, 
but the law doesn’t make a distinction be- 
tween negligence and violating the law, 
regardless of intent. 

18 U.S. Code 793, which is part of the 
Espionage Act, allows conviction and up 
to 10 years imprisonment for anyone who 
“through gross negligence permits” clas- 
sified intelligence “to be removed from 
its proper place of custody or delivered to 
anyone” without proper clearance. Clinton 
permitted — in fact caused — classified 
intelligence “to be removed from its prop- 
er place of custody” every time she sent 
or received classified intelligence over her 
unsecured, private server. 

Nor was Clinton ignorant of her re- 
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sponsibility. Her signature appears on 
two different non-disclosure agreements 
(NDAs) which spell out — in unambigu- 
ous language — how she was to treat the 
classified information to which she would 
be privy as secretary of state. One part of 
one NDA reads, “I have been advised that 
the unauthorized disclosure, unauthorized 
retention, or negligent handling of SCI 
[Sensitive Compartmented Information] 
by me could cause irreparable injury to the 
United States or be used to advantage by a 
foreign nation.” The NDA goes on to ad- 
dress how Secretary Clinton could be sure 
she was abiding by the letter and the spirit 
of the agreement. “I understand that it is 
my responsibility to consult with appro- 
priate management authorities in the De- 
partment ... in order to ensure that I know 
whether information or material within my 
knowledge or control ... might be SCI,” 
the NDA says. 

Hillary Clinton is not innocent. She 
knew what she was doing and that it was 
illegal. She is not the victim of a witch- 
hunt. She is a criminal who needs to be 
called to answer for her crimes. She is not 
the victim of a politically motivated inves- 
tigation. If she gets away with her crimes, 
the American people — whose security 
she risked — will be the victims. 

— C. MITCHELL SHAW 
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BY ALEX NEWMAN 


Is “Trumpism” Really “Bircherism”? 


to his historic upset elec- 

tion on an anti-establish- 
ment, anti-globalism plat- 
form, more than a few leftist 
and establishment media 
organs claimed that Donald 
Trump was really spouting 
the ideas of The John Birch 
Society. Indeed, Trumpism is 
Bircherism, some commenta- 
tors claimed. 

The constitutionalist grass- 
roots organization, which 
publishes this magazine and 
has chapters in all 50 states, 
has indeed been promoting 
many of the ideas and truths 
that Trump gave voice to dur- 
ing his unusual campaign. The purpose of the media’s attempt to 
link Trump with JBS was to demonize him, not give credit where 
credit was due. And so many of the articles and screeds link- 
ing Trump to JBS were also laced with factual inaccuracies and 
smears that have been discredited even in official investigations. 

Among the examples was a piece from senior editor Jeet Heer 
in the ultra-far-left New Republic. “But with Trump triumphant, 
we have to see the Birch Society and its style of conspiracy- 
mongering in a new light,” Heer wrote in “Donald Trump’s 
United States of Conspiracy,” without bothering to refute any 
JBS or Trump claims. “Far from belonging merely to the lunatic 
fringe, the Birchers were important precursors to what is now 
the governing ideology of the Republican Party: Trumpism.” 

“Bircherism is now, with Trump, flourishing in an entirely 
new way,” Heer continued between regurgitating easily discred- 
ited falsehoods about JBS. “Far from being drummed out of 
conservatism, it has become the dominant strain.” 

Writing in the far-left establishment organ Salon, writer Dan- 
iel Denvir also claimed Trump was proof of a JBS takeover. 
“These sorts of conspiracies are not limited to immigration: the 
far right that has taken over the Republican Party incorporates a 
whole range of extreme theories rooted in the Cold War paranoia 
of the John Birch Society ... and the rantings of Alex Jones and 
his Infowars empire,” he wrote. 

In the far-left establishment behemoth Huffington Post, self- 
styled “historian” Robert McElvaine also claimed Trump was 
proof that the JBS was winning. “The Trump candidacy is the 
culmination of the long campaign begun by McCarthyism and 
the John Birch Society in the 1950s and aimed at discrediting 
virtually every institution in the United States,” he wrote. 

Of course, claims by leftists and the establishment voices 
that JBS was dominating the conservative movement and the 
Republican Party are not new. In 2011, for example, journal- 
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ist Andrew Reinbach, writing 
in the Huffington Post, made 
a similar argument. “Most 
Americans don’t realize that 
the right wing’s main ideas 
have been pushed for 50 years 
by the John Birch Society 
(JBS), a group Barry Goldwa- 
ter and William F. Buckley Jr. 
once thought too extreme, but 
which has since become the 
intellectual seed bank of the 
right,” he wrote. 

But are they right? Is 
Trump really the culmination 
of almost 60 years of JBS 
work to educate the Ameri- 
can people? The way Trump 
spoke on the campaign trail 
did have strong echoes of JBS talking points — at least on 
many issues. 

For example, Trump proclaimed that the United Nations 
was “not a friend to freedom” and “not a friend even to the 
United States of America.” The JBS has been working to Get 
the U.S. Out of the UN for more than 50 years — for exactly 
that reason. Trump also spoke regularly about a “cabal” seek- 
ing “global government” involving the Clintons, the establish- 
ment, the international banks, global special interests, and more. 
“Americanism, not globalism, will be our credo,” Trump said, 
sounding a lot like JBS Founder Robert Welch, while vowing 
to put “America First.” 

While Trump rarely made reference to the U.S. Constitution, 
and did take some positions at odds with those of JBS, he also 
soared in popularity by taking JBS stances on a wide range of is- 
sues. From blasting the Federal Reserve and its manipulation of 
the economy, to calling for a strong crackdown on illegal immi- 
gration, to vowing to rip up sovereignty-destroying trade deals 
such as NAFTA and reconsider globalist military schemes such 
as NATO, to promoting a gold standard, to supporting the 10th 
Amendment, to calling the man-made global-warming theory a 
“hoax,” Trump might as well have been reading from the JBS 
playbook of the last five decades. 

Obviously, Trump did not create the movement or the popular 
mood that propelled his campaign to victory. Instead, Trump 
tapped into an increasingly aware electorate that is tired of 
the establishment and its anti-American agenda for a totalitar- 
ian “New World Order.” So, while the media almost certainly 
brought up the JBS to attack Trump, there can be little doubt that 
the organization played a major role in preparing the way for a 
successful Trump-style candidacy. Now, the JBS must work to 
ensure that Trump and Congress remain loyal to those promises 
that conform to their oath of office. 
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The Doctrine of the Lesser Magistrates 


REPUBLICS 


DEMO 


The Doctrine of the Lesser Magistrates is a historic tool that provides proven 
guidelines for proper and legitimate resistance to tyranny, often without causing 
any major upheaval in society. The doctrine teaches us how to rein in lawless acts 
by government and restore justice in our nation. (2013, pb, 115pp, $13.95) BKDLM 


The Law 


Frédéric Bastiat, in his classic exposé of socialism and communism as “law- 
ful plunder; explains the fundamental principles involved in determining the 
proper scope of government. It explains socialist fallacies. (2007ed, 74pp, pb, 
1-9/$4.95ea; 10+/$3.95ea) BKL 


Republics & Democracies 

This classic 1961 speech by JBS founder Robert Welch reveals that our 
Founders gave us a republic (rule by law) instead of a democracy (rule by 
men), why our freedom depends on preserving our constitutional repub- 
lic, and why we still proclaim, “This is a republic, not a democracy. Let’s 
keep it that way!” (2016ed, 34pp, pb, 1/$2.95; 10-24/$2.00ea; 25-49/$1.50ea; 
50-99/$1.00ea; 100+/$0.75ea) BKLTRAD 
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Council on Foreign Relations — Booklet 

The Council on Foreign Relations has been the preeminent 
establishment power-elite organization for nearly a century. 
Members of the council have dominated the administrations 
of every president since Franklin D. Roosevelt, at the Cabinet 
and sub-Cabinet level. It does not matter whether the president 
is a Democrat or Republican. (2016ed, 15pp, pb, 1/$1.95ea; 
10-24/$1.25ea; 25-49/$1.00ea; 50-99/$.70ea; 100+/$.50ea) 
BKLTCFR 


Making Character First 

Making Character First is the turnaround story of Kimray, Inc., a 
premier manufacturer of “Made in the USA’ oil and gas equipment 
and controls. It is also Tom Hill’s personal story of the founding and 
development of Character First and includes a step-by-step guide 
for transforming the culture of any organization to one focused on 
character. (2010ed, 188pp, pb, $14.99) BKMCF 
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